S. HrG. 109-338

PET AMIMAL WELFARE STATUTE OF 2005 (PAWS)

HEARING

BEFORE THE

SUBCOMMITTEE ON RESEARCH, NUTRITION, AND
GENERAL LEGISLATION

OF THE

COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE,
NUTRITION, AND FORESTRY

UNITED STATES SENATE

ONE HUNDRED NINTH CONGRESS

FIRST SESSION
NOVEMBER 8, 2005

Printed for the use of the
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry

&R

Available via the World Wide Web: http:/www.agriculture.senate.gov

U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE
26-594 PDF WASHINGTON : 2006

For sale by the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office
Internet: bookstore.gpo.gov Phone: toll free (866) 512—-1800; DC area (202) 512—-1800
Fax: (202) 512-2250 Mail: Stop SSOP, Washington, DC 20402-0001



COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION, AND FORESTRY
SAXBY CHAMBLISS, Georgia, Chairman

RICHARD G. LUGAR, Indiana TOM HARKIN, Iowa

THAD COCHRAN, Mississippi PATRICK J. LEAHY, Vermont
MITCH McCONNELL, Kentucky KENT CONRAD, North Dakota
PAT ROBERTS, Kansas MAX BAUCUS, Montana

JAMES M. TALENT, Missouri BLANCHE L. LINCOLN, Arkansas
CRAIG THOMAS, Wyoming DEBBIE A. STABENOW, Michigan
RICK SANTORUM, Pennsylvania E. BENJAMIN NELSON, Nebraska
NORM COLEMAN, Minnesota MARK DAYTON, Minnesota
MICHEAL D. CRAPO, Idaho KEN SALAZAR, Colorado

CHARLES E. GRASSLEY, Iowa

MARTHA SCOTT POINDEXTER, Majority Staff Director
DAvID L. JOHNSON, Majority Chief Counsel
STEVEN MEEKS, Majority Legislative Director
ROBERT E. STURM, Chief Clerk
MARK HALVERSON, Minority Staff Director

(1)



CONTENTS

HEARING(S):
Pet Animal Welfare Statute of 2005 (PAWS) ...uooiieeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeees

Tuesday, November 8, 2005
STATEMENTS PRESENTED BY SENATORS

Santorum, Hon. Rick, a U.S. Senator from Pennsylvania, Chairman, Sub-
committee on Research, Nutrition, and General Legislation ...........cc.cccecueun.e.

WITNESSES

Amundson, Sara, Legislative Director, Doris Day Animal League .....................
Childers, Henry, President, American Veterinary Medical Association
Hoffman, John E., Dog Fancier and Lawyer ...........cccocccvvvriiiieiviieinnieeenieeeieeenne
Maddox, Michael, Legislative Director, Pet Industry Joint Advisory Council ...
Menaker, Ron, Chairman, American Kennel Club ...........ccccoeeviiieeiieiiiieeeecneen,
Pacelle, Wayne, President and Chief Executive Officer, the Humane Society

of the United States .....cocooviiiiiiiiieeite e
Worley, Norma, Director, Animal Welfare Program, Maine Department of

AGLICULTUTE oeeiiieiiieeeieeeeee ettt et e e st e e senbae e eebaeesnbaeeessaessnnsaeesans

APPENDIX

PREPARED STATEMENTS:
Stabenow, Hon. Debbie and Durbin, Hon. Richard .............cccoceevveviiiiencnnnns
Amundson, Sara ........ccceeveeeeeeieiiiieeeeeeeeeee e
Childers, Henry ........
Howard, Deborah A. ....
Liss, Cathy .......cccu......
Hoffman, John E. ...
Maddox, Michael
Menaker, Ron ..
Pacelle, Wayne ...
WOTLEY, NOTINA ...ceecuiieieiiieeiiiieeeieeeeteeeete e et e e eireeeeeaeeesteeeesabeeessseaesssseesnnnes

DOCUMENT(S) SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD:
Letters of support for PAWS ...t
Letters of opposition towards PAWS ......cooooiiiiiiiiiiieeeeeeeeeeeeee e

(I1D)

Page

01

01






PET ANIMAL WELFARE STATUTE OF 2005
(PAWS)

TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 8, 2005

UNITED STATES SENATE,
SUBCOMMITTEE ON RESEARCH, NUTRITION, AND GENERAL
LEGISLATION, OF THE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE,
NUTRITION AND FORESTRY,
Washington, DC

The subcommittee met, pursuant to notice, at 2:31 p.m., in Room
SD-G-50, Dirksen Senate Office Building, Hon. Rick Santorum
(chairman of the subcommittee) presiding.

Present: Senator Santorum.

STATEMENT OF HON. RICK SANTORUM, A U.S. SENATOR FROM
PENNSYLVANIA, CHAIRMAN, SUBCOMMITTEE ON RE-
SEARCH, NUTRITION, AND GENERAL LEGISLATION, OF THE
COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION AND FORESTRY

Senator SANTORUM. I will hit that a little harder next time.

Thank you all for being here. Let me welcome everybody to this
hearing and thank all of you in attendance and particularly our
witnesses for being here. The committee will come to order, and we
just want to again thank everyone.

Over the past several years, since the original piece of legislation
that was focused on revising the Animal Welfare Act to deal with
changes in the buying and selling of animals, of dogs and cats in
particular. It came to the farm bill and was stripped out of con-
ference. I have been working with a variety of different groups,
many of whom are represented here today, to try to get at a serious
pr((l)blem that exists that we will hear described in more detail
today.

This has been a work in progress, and if there is one message
that I want to leave with people who are here today is that it con-
tinues to be a work in progress. One of the reasons I wanted to
hold this hearing is because we have seen, I even noticed in the
paper today, in the Roll Call today, there is an effort out there on
the Internet and other places to put out misconceptions about what
this legislation does, and it is important to get on the record not
only what this legislation does but those who are in support of this
legislation, what our intent is, so we can continue to work together
to work on the problems that we confront.

And those problems are serious. They are as a result of the
changing economic situation with respect to the selling of dogs and
cats and in particular with the advent of the Internet, the advent
of sales from overseas into this country, the direct marketing of
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those animals by Internet businesses and others. It is important for
us to make sure that animals are treated humanely and that we,
in fact, have proper consumer protections. These are animals that
are in most cases, not in all, but in most cases are going to be in
the homes and interacting with people, and we want to make sure
that these animals are, in fact, healthy and, in fact, what people
are paying for and not something that is going to cause not only
an economic harm for people but, as we all know, those of us who
are dog owners and cat owners, emotional harm to individuals.

I strongly believe that this legislation is important. I also strong-
ly believe that we can arrive at a bill that will bring people to-
gether who in many cases have not worked together on issues be-
cause of the important problem that we are facing. And again, I
want to reiterate, I want to thank all of the groups that are here
today, our first panel and our second panel.

Working very closely with us, we have been able to make some
major changes just in the last several months since we put forth
the PAWS legislation that has gotten so much attention, we have
worked with the pet stores who I know are represented here
today—that is PIJAC as well as the AKC and other organizations
who have expressed concern about various provisions of this legis-
lation, the Veterinary Medical Association, all have expressed con-
cern, have come to my office, and we have worked to try to sort
through those. We will have a discussion about some of those, but
candidly, we may not even discuss and bring up some of them, be-
cause they are issues that are now resolved.

My hope is that as a result of this hearing and the discussions
that we have had leading up to this hearing that I can put out a
discussion draft in the coming weeks so we can get further feed-
back and input from the public, those who are interested to make
sure that we are all headed in the right direction, which is a good
piece of consumer protection legislation as well as a strong animal
welfare piece at the same time.

With that, I just, again, want to reiterate that it is my intention
to work together to have all the responsible groups represented
here today and others to be on the same page to make sure that
this legislation is adopted. I have no intention, and I know, and I
will ask, I have no intention of putting folks like me who have a
dog and have bred a dog under Federal Government control, I have
no intention of, and I think the people here have no intention of
making sure that folks are hobby breeders or show breeders or fan-
ciers or the like who do not breed lots of dogs and have lots of lit-
ters as defined in the bill; we are very clear about that, that we
are talking about folks who are in large, in a sense, if you will, of
production of dogs and cats for sale.

These are the folks that we are looking at. These are the folks
who are, in many cases, already covered under the Animal Welfare
Act. We want to make sure that that act, which was written a long
time ago with terms that no longer apply has a modern interpreta-
tion and one that we will have consensus on.

So I again appreciate—I cannot tell you how much work has
gone into it by the organizations represented here today to find
common ground. We will continue to search for that common
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ground, and I am hopeful that we will have a strong piece of legis-
lation that deals with the problems that we confront.

Senator SANTORUM. With that, let me introduce our first panel.
We have Ron Menaker, who is the chairman of the American Ken-
nel Club. He is with us today; Dr. Henry Childers, who is the presi-
dent of the American Veterinary Medical Association; Mr. John
Hoffman, who is a dog fancier; and Mr. Michael Maddox, who is
the legislative director of PIJAC, which is the Pet Industry Joint
Advisory Council.

Let me go first to you, Mr. Menaker, and Mr. Menaker is the
Chairman of the Board of the American Kennel Club. He is from
New York, and I want to in particular thank you for the various
meetings that we have had over the past few months and the
amount of time and effort that you and the AKC have spent in
making sure that this legislation will have the kind of broad sup-
port that is needed to address the problems that we have and be
able to be successfully passed here in the United States Senate and
signed into law.

Mr. MENAKER.

STATEMENT OF RON MENAKER, CHAIRMAN, AMERICAN
KENNEL CLUB

Mr. MENAKER. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I am the Chairman of
Board of the American Kennel Club. The AKC is the largest and
only significant not-for-profit dog registry and sanctioning body for
competitive dog events in the United States. We register nearly 1
million pure-bred dogs and over 400,000 litters of pure-bred pup-
pies every year.

Almost 17,000 competitive dog events are held nationally each
year under AKC rules attracting more than 2.5 million entries. I
cite these statistics to emphasize the importance of the sport of
pure-bred dogs. Selling puppies is a business for some, but for
many Americans who breed and raise pure-bred dogs it is a hobby,
a family sport and a labor of love.

The AKC was founded in this spirit 121 years ago, and this pas-
sion is still alive today. The AKC, however, also provides registra-
tion services to all dog breeders who meet our standards, including
mandatory inspections of high volume breeders, dog identification
and recordkeeping, care and condition standards for dogs and ken-
nels, and DNA testing to check parentage of litters. This year, we
are on target to conduct approximately 5,000 kennel inspections.

The AKC encourages puppy buyers to buy from responsible re-
sources. We believe the vast majority of high volume breeders as
well as smaller breeding establishments do a conscientious job of
breeding and raising quality puppies and care passionately about
their animals. However, we also know from our first-hand experi-
ence in the field that in spite of our efforts and the efforts of the
USDA, there are still significant problems that need to be ad-
dressed for the sake of both the dogs and the pet-buying public.

Some of these are deficiencies in the Animal Welfare Act and
some result from changes in the marketplace and marketing tech-
niques for dogs that have occurred in the 30 years since the act
was extended to dog dealers. That is why we are pleased that you
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have focused your attention and the attention of Congress on the
need to strengthen the act.

We are pleased to be working with you in this effort. As you
know, we did not support your previous legislation intended to ad-
dress the problems of so-called puppy mills, because we felt that
Federal regulation of practices for breeding and socialization of
puppies was the wrong approach. However, PAWS takes a different
approach. It gives the USDA access to source records of persons
who acquire dogs for resale, provides a more efficient time frame
for dealing with violators who have been suspended, and gives the
USDA authority to close down egregious violators.

These are essential tools for the USDA to effectively enforce the
Act. We do not expect the USDA to have to use these tools often,
but the fact that the USDA has these tools will create an incentive
for persons to obtain licenses and quickly correct violations. We
also know from the AKC’s own experience that the time has come
to bring under regulation high volume breeders and brokers who
sell at retail or who import puppies in volume for resale. However,
it is also essential that we maintain the sport and hobby of pure-
bred dog breeding and exhibiting as it is today, a sport regulated
by our own rigorous compliance requirements.

PAWS should focus the Federal Government’s regulatory re-
sources on realistic targets and goals. We appreciate the dealer
provisions of PAWS as you have clarified them. We especially ap-
preciate the addition of the provision that will exempt retailers
based on kennel inspection standards of not-for-profit organizations
certified by the Secretary of Agriculture. This will focus enforce-
ment on the high volume retail breeders and importers whom it is
appropriate to regulate without imposing Federal regulation on
hobby and show breeders.

Mr. Chairman, we thank you for your hard work and leadership
on this important issue. We thank you for your flexibility and open-
ness to new approaches. We look forward to continuing to work
with you to develop and secure legislation that will be good for all
of our beloved dogs.

Thank you very much.

[The prepared statement of Mr. Menaker can be found in the ap-
pendix on page 107.]

Senator SANTORUM. Thank you very much, Mr. Menaker.

Dr. Childers, thank you for being here.

STATEMENT OF HENRY CHILDERS, PRESIDENT, AMERICAN
VETERINARY MEDICAL ASSOCIATION

Mr. CHILDERS. Thank you, Mr. Chairman and Members of the
subcommittee for giving the American Veterinary Medical Associa-
tion the opportunity to speak in support of the Pet Animal Welfare
Statute. I am Dr. Henry Childers, President of the AVMA and a
companion animal practitioner from Rhode Island. The AVMA rep-
resents 73,000 veterinarians. Fifty-five percent of us are companion
animal practitioners who commit our expertise and energy to en-
suring the wellbeing of the nation’s pets.

Unfortunately, veterinarians are regularly confronted with pets
that suffer the ill effects of irresponsible breeding and inappro-
priate transport over long distances. Animal suffering compounds
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human suffering when heartache and financial burdens are thrust
upon pet owners who have purchased these unfortunate animals.

Large scale puppy and kitten dealers who escape regulation
under the current Animal Welfare Act are a significant source of
these problems. Overbreeding, inbreeding, inadequate veterinary
care, poor quality food and shelter, overcrowding, poor socialization
and stress due to prolonged transport are the hallmarks of these
operations. These operations escape regulation because they sell di-
rectly to the public, either from their facilities or by way of the
Internet, and are therefore classified as retail pet stores.

Retail pet stores are not required to be licensed under the Ani-
mal Welfare Act. As veterinarians, we see the shortened life
expectancies and the years of impaired function that the affected
pets must endure. Sometimes, when our most valued efforts cannot
resolve the problem, families must be forced to make yet another
difficult decision, euthanasia.

The burdens created by irresponsible breeders who escape regu-
lation are not limited to those affecting the pet and its family.
When owners can no longer care for their pets and cannot bear the
idea of euthanasia, they often surrender their pets to animal shel-
ters. Whether these animal shelters are publicly supported or pri-
vately supported, the cost of caring for these animals is now borne
by the community.

The high volume breeders and importers that this statute will af-
fect have profit as their only goal. They do not care if the animals
they deliver are healthy. They do not care what effect this will
have on the purchasers or the shelters. To date, they have been ex-
cepted from the law. The AVMA believes this must be corrected.
Congress has the power to do that. Passing the Pet Animal Welfare
Statute will provide USDA with the tools it needs to bring these
high volume breeders and importers under a mandate that requires
a viable health plan for their animals and holds them accountable
when their efforts do not meet the standards.

The AVMA has a strong professional and public education pres-
ence. Veterinarians possess up-to-date and scientifically rigorous
information about animal health care and welfare which they pass
along to their clients on a daily basis. These clients include breed-
ers, pet owners, and an increasing number of prospective pet own-
ers who are seeking the advice of a veterinarian.

Ensuring pet welfare is at the heart of what we do. Ensuring the
welfare of the American public is at the heart of what you do. To-
gether, we can help ensure that America’s pet owners and pets are
afforded the protection they deserve. The Pet Animal Welfare Stat-
ute is an important step in the right direction. While we have in-
cluded comments in our written testimony that we urge the sub-
committee to consider, the AVMA appreciates the opportunity to
publicly express our support for this legislation.

I thank you very much.

[The prepared statement of Mr. Childers can be found in the ap-
pendix on page 80.]

Senator SANTORUM. Thank you very much Dr. Childers.

Mr. HOFFMAN.
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STATEMENT OF JOHN E. HOFFMAN, DOG FANCIER AND
LAWYER

Mr. HorrFMAN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Senator SANTORUM. If you can pull the microphone up so peo-
ple—thank you.

Mr. HOFFMAN. I am a business litigation lawyer, the owner of
three miniature schnauzers, and an occasional dog breeder and ex-
hibitor. I own dogs for the same reason most people do. They are
wonderful companions. Over the years, I have provided pro bono
legal services to dog clubs and rescue organizations. A year ago, the
French Bulldog Rescue Network asked me to help Willa Bagwell,
the humane officer for Lake Elsinore, California. An importer there
was selling sick and dying puppies from Eastern Europe. Many
buyers were incurring huge veterinary fees within a week after
buying the puppies. Some puppies were dying despite the veteri-
narians’ best efforts.

After months of work, we were able to have the bankruptcy court
bar the importer from buying and selling puppies while she pays
off her creditors but only because she foolishly filed for bankruptcy.
If she had not done so, she would probably still be in business.

When I began investigating the scope of the commercial puppy
importing business, I found dozens of kennels advertising imported
Bulldog and French Bulldog puppies on their own Websites and
also on Websites containing classified ads for puppies. Some im-
porters sell through newspaper ads. Some sell through pet shops.
Some do not disclose before sale that they are selling imported pup-
pies. Most of them began as domestic breeders. Many continue to
breed domestically as well as importing. It just depends which
costs less.

Exporters abroad gather puppies from breeders in rural areas,
ship them by truck or rail to the capital cities, from where they are
shipped by air to the U.S. and then by car or truck to the import-
er’s place of business. Many puppies die en route. Many more die
shortly after arrival. Dead puppies are just a cost of business, ac-
ceptable so long as the cost of importing remains less than the cost
of breeding puppies here.

Imported puppies are not cheap. Many are sold for $1,800 and
up, as shown by the enlarged ad to my right for Sasha and Whit-
ney. Puppies of many breeds are being imported. We also have an
enlargement of one page of the many pages on the Europuppy
Website showing different breeds for sale.

Based on the number of puppies the Lake Elsinore importer was
selling, the number of importers selling over the Internet and the
number of puppies arriving monthly through the Los Angeles Air-
port, it is clear that at least 10,000 puppies a year are being into
the U.S. and probably many more than that.

Unfortunately, State and local regulation is not enforced. Local
prosecutors are busy. Enforcement of animal protection laws tends
to be a low priority, particularly when most of the injured buyers
live outside of the jurisdiction, as is commonly the case with Inter-
net sellers. Thus, humane officers can rarely persuade State and
local prosecutors to act. That is true whether the offenses involve
imported or domestically bred puppies.
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Federal law at present is no more helpful. The Animal Welfare
Act does not cover puppy importers who sell at retail, such as
through the Internet or newspaper ads. Other Federal laws that
are applicable to imported puppies are not being enforced. The
Frenchie Tails ad to my right is an example. It openly advertises
seven-week-old imported puppies for sale, even though Federal law
prohibits shipment of puppies younger than eight weeks old and
prohibits sale of imported puppies younger than four months.

If enacted, PAWS would bring under inspection and regulation
all puppy importers who import more than 25 puppies per year for
resale, regardless of how they sell their puppies, and thus go a long
way toward ending the abuses that are now occurring.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman, Members of the subcommittee, and
staff members for your hard work on this important issue. Please
feel free to call upon me if I can be of any assistance in that regard.

[The prepared statement of Mr. Hoffman can be found in the ap-
pendix on page 93.]

Senator SANTORUM. Thank you, Mr. Hoffman.

Mr. MADDOX.

STATEMENT OF MICHAEL MADDOX, LEGISLATIVE DIRECTOR,
PET INDUSTRY JOINT ADVISORY COUNCIL

Mr. MADDOX. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

We appreciate the opportunity to offer you our views. The Pet In-
dustry Joint Advisory Council is the largest pet trade association
in the world, representing every segment of the pet industry.
PIJAC works to ensure that members of the commercial trade ob-
serve high standards in the care of pet animals. We have been in-
volved with the Animal Welfare Act for more than three decades
and have worked tirelessly with APHIS to maximize effective ad-
ministration of the act.

We believe proper enforcement of AWA standards brings about
mutual benefit for the pet industry, the pet-owning public and the
animals themselves. We have witnessed first hand these benefits
over the years and are intent on taking whatever efforts we may
to perpetuate the good work of USDA.

Congress has historically recognized the need for a functional
regulatory framework that targets those persons in the pet trade
escaping public and regulatory oversight. From its inception, the
AWA has explicitly exempted retailers that are subject to broad
public exposure and are frequently regulated at the State and local
level. PIJAC joins with you, Mr. Chairman in acknowledging that
the rationale for exempting pet stores is as valid today as it has
always been. In fact, as this subcommittee considers bringing
under the act potentially thousands of additional licensees that will
vie for APHIS’ regulatory and inspection resources, it is important
that we do not overburden the agency with a mandate for persons
that are not in need of Federal regulation.

We would like to raise, Mr. Chairman, some concerns we have
with the introduced bill, recognizing that amendments may be ad-
dressing these concerns. As noted by your other witnesses today,
advocates of PAWS point to large scale breeding operations and
Internet sales of dogs as recent trends escaping oversight. This bill
would regulate individuals but would also have the effect of cap-
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turing the very pet stores intended to be subject to the AWA’s pet
store exemption. Other provisions would go so far as to mandate
licensure of persons who sell even a single pet animal.

PAWS’ deletion of the longstanding de minimis exemption for
noncommercial breeders would mean every person selling even a
single animal other than a dog or cat has to be licensed. PIJAC
feels certain that the Congress does not wish to subject a 10-year-
old child to Federal licensure for selling a couple baby hamsters.

We also note that a dollar does not buy what it did in 1970, Mr.
Chairman. This de minimis exemption established 30 years ago
and yet to be amended should be retained in the Act with a revised
statutory dollar amount representing inflation over that time span.
One significant objective of this legislation is to ensure regulation
of those who import dogs for resale in the U.S. However, in regu-
lating retailers, this provision would not distinguish between those
who import and sell dogs themselves, such as those selling over the
Internet, and bona fide pet stores who buy puppies from a Class
B-licensed dealer.

The new retail pet store definition is meant to ensure regulation
of persons not viewed as traditional pet stores. Unfortunately, Mr.
Chairman, it contains exclusions that would encompass the very
businesses to which the pet store exemption is meant to apply; for
example, the provision excluding animals bred for sale to the public
is aimed at those who breed and sell dogs and cats directly to the
public, not pet stores who happen to carry hamsters, gerbils, or
guinea pigs not deliberately bred by the pet store.

The exclusion for hunting, breeding, and security dogs is meant
to ensure commercial breeders do not escape regulation but as
crafted in the original legislation would have the effect of regu-
lating pet stores. This turns the clause on its head. Finally, the ex-
clusion for wild animals relies on a term that encompasses many
common, domesticated pet animals normally sold at pet stores. The
exclusion would have the anomalous result of extending licensure
to the very pet stores specifically intended for exemption.

This brings us to the source record provision, Mr. Chairman. The
language would require keeping information that pet dealers have
no authority to obtain in the first place. A more effective provision
would require keeping USDA license numbers, thereby allowing
USDA to target unlicensed dealers. Two additional enforcement
provisions that will substantially aid APHIS are found in Sections
4 and 5. The temporary suspension period extension clause gives
USDA authority in less frequent but more urgent cases. Of even
greater importance, the provision creating authority to enjoin unli-
censed dealers who are ignoring their obligation to meet legal
standards.

The injunctive authority under PAWS would add a powerful en-
forcement tool to permit the agency to go after people who are often
the most egregious violators. PIJAC endorses these provisions un-
changed and feels they would go far in facilitating USDA’s effective
enforcement of the act.

We must acknowledge as you have already noted, Mr. Chairman,
that recent efforts with your staff and proponents of PAWS have
yielded suggested amendments that would address concerns that
we have raised here today. We are optimistic that such amend-
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ments can correct the unintended consequences that would result
in compromising USDA enforcement efforts while preserving im-
portant sections of this bill that promote more effective enforce-
ment.

We appreciate your willingness to consider the pet industry’s
concerns, Mr. Chairman, and thank the subcommittee for enter-
taining our comments today.

[The prepared statement of Mr. Maddox can be found in the ap-
pendix on page 104.]

Senator SANTORUM. Thank you very much, Mr. Maddox. I appre-
ciate it.

We have two votes that started at 2:45, and so, since it is almost
3:00, and we have 15 minute votes, that means I have to run. And
there will be back to back votes, so I will be back hopefully in the
next 15 or so minutes, and we will resume with questions for this
panel, and I apologize for the interruption.

We are recessed. Thank you.

[Recess.]

Senator SANTORUM. The meeting will come to order. Again, let
me apologize to all of you for the vagaries of the United States Sen-
ate and having to do such mundane things as cast votes on impor-
tant amendments to the defense authorization bill, but I appreciate
your willingness to be patient.

Let me start out. There are a lot of misconceptions, I would say,
misconceptions about what this bill is all about, and I just want to
run through a few of them with this panel. We will run through
a few more with the second panel. First is just maybe Mr.
Menaker, you can give me a sense with your membership, what
percentage of your membership would be affected by the PAWS leg-
islation, would apply the Animal Welfare Act to what percentage
of your membership roughly?

Mr. MENAKER. As it stands today, Senator, I would say less than
4 percent.

Senator SANTORUM. Less than 4 percent. So 96 percent of your
members would not be affected at all.

Mr. MENAKER. No differently than they are today.

Senator SANTORUM. No differently than they are today. But we
have heard testimony that this act, you believe, panelists would be-
lieve, would cover more people, more people would be subject to the
Animal Welfare Act as a result of this bill. You would admit that.

Mr. MENAKER. Absolutely, because with the care and conditions
and inspections that we conduct annually, we are forced when
there is noncompliance to suspend and move people out of the AKC
registry. The problem is they take off to the nonregulated registries
and continue to function as normal.

Senator SANTORUM. Another question was raised about the
amount of enforcement dollars that APHIS would have, the USDA
would have to deal with the additional entities that would be gov-
erned by the Animal Welfare Act. You mentioned something in
your testimony that we are working toward resolution, and that is
the idea of having an organization such as yourselves, the AKC,
provide a certification for standards that would be at least as rig-
orous as the Animal Welfare Act or in exceedence of the Animal
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Welfare Act. Could you give me a sense of how that would work
or what your suggestion is?

Mr. MENAKER. Senator, what I have said is that we believe that
our AKC inspections today exceed the USDA inspections. We in-
spect for records and identification purposes. We inspect for, you
know, looking at IDs via tattoos, microchips, collar tags. We do
DNA for parentage. Our care and conditions look for cleanliness,
parasite infestation, safety of the materials the breeder uses, and
the adequacy of the shelters.

What I am saying is that when an individual is inspected, a ken-
nel, by the American Kennel Club, if they meet these rigorous re-
quirements, then the proposal we spoke of would be to basically
allow an exemption so that the dollars could be spent inspecting
those facilities and those kennels who today are not inspected at
all and are under no regulation whatsoever.

Senator SANTORUM. Does any other panelist have a comment
about that suggestion? No?

Mr. MaDDOX. I would only say, Mr. Chairman, that as noted,
PIJAC has worked closely with USDA for many years to enhance
enforcement of the Act, and we certainly, while this act seeks to
capture people that you feel need to be regulated, we certainly
would not want to see the ability of USDA to regulate all licensees
compromised in any way. So certainly, anything that you would do
to further the inspection capabilities would be a positive step.

Senator SANTORUM. Targeting the resources to where the prob-
lem is the most severe.

Mr. MADDOX. Yes, sir.

Senator SANTORUM. Some other things have been brought up, if
anyone would like to comment, someone suggested that the PAWS
legislation would have a negative impact on sportsmen. Does any-
body want to make a comment on that, whether you see that as
a real threat to the sportsmen.

Mr. Menaker?

Mr. MENAKER. I personally do not see that as a threat. I think
that most of what I have read is absolutely unfounded. I believe
that individuals have misunderstood what the legislation is in-
tended to do.

We at the American Kennel Club are proud of the fact that we
have had standards in place for the past 10 years, actually beyond
that when it comes to records, for the past 40 years for records, and
we do not see a problem having standards put in place that are
equivalent to the standards we already use. Unfortunately, given
the standards we have put in place, we have had to suspend over
2,000 people in the last five years, which has caused a reduction
in our registrations of about 25 percent.

However, we are proud to say that we believe those people
should not be part of the American Kennel Club’s process, because
their care and conditions and standards are absolutely inappro-
priate. The problem is that they move out to the other 23 registries
that have no regulation at all, so they beat the system by moving
out.

Senator SANTORUM. Other comment?

Mr. HOFFMAN. I concur with Mr. Menaker. Anybody who is
breeding 25 or more dogs or six or more litters, whichever is great-
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er, has crossed the threshold from a pure hobby into a business
and ought to be subject to the kind of regulation most businesses
are. All the Act requires is inspection and compliance with decent
treatment standards. That is not too much to ask of anybody who
is in business.

Senator SANTORUM. Another concern that I have read and seen
on the Internet and other places is that this legislation would bring
commercial regulatory standards into the home, that USDA would
do that. Anybody have any fear of that or concern that something
like that would be required under this act?

Mr. MENAKER. Well, I certainly do not, speaking on behalf of the
American Kennel Club. As I say, we do it today. We have been
doing it today. Nothing changes, and I believe it is appropriate.
Anything we do in life, we have certain standards. We have to set
standards. We abide by those standards, and we penalize or take
action. The attempt is to try to change behavior and to improve the
care and conditions for the animals. The attempt is nothing more
than that. If the individual complies, there is no reason why the
individual cannot continue to participate. Like everything else in
life, if the individual does not comply, they should not be allowed
to continue to do business in a manner that is not appropriate.

Senator SANTORUM. Another point I have heard is that state laws
are sufficient. Any comment on whether there needs to be any reg-
ulation on the Federal level with respect to this as opposed to just
allowing state laws to take effect? I think, Mr. Hoffman, you com-
mented on that.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Yes, I do. The problem is that where the sales are
outside the local jurisdiction, there is very little incentive for a
prosecutor with limited resources to devote time to them. He is
going to spend his time on matters that affect his local constitu-
ents.

Furthermore, animal cases tend to be low priority with most
prosecutorial agencies. You generally see better enforcement in the
large cities where the animal control agency is a municipal agency
as opposed to a private organization like an SPCA, because they
have more influence with the prosecutors; also, in a large city, you
will often have a particular deputy charged with enforcing the ani-
mal control laws. He will have some experience and is not starting
from scratch.

But when you get outside of the large cities to a smaller place
like Lake Elsinore, for instance, and having done work for other
rescues around the country, I am aware it is pretty well uniform,
it is very difficult to get someone to spend a day or two reading
up on animal laws and prosecuting these things when they have
murders, robberies, and all the other things that affect their people
more directly.

Senator SANTORUM. You have laid out in your testimony, Mr.
Hoffman, some violations of the laws in these Internet sales. Are
you aware of any work being done by APHIS or USDA under the
Animal Welfare Act to deal with the problem that you have seen?

Mr. HorFMAN. USDA does prohibit transport of dogs younger
than eight weeks, and the burden of that initially falls on the car-
riers. But they are dependent on the paperwork. They cannot tell
how old the animals are. And yet, as you have seen from one of
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the ads, someone is advertising seven week old puppies imported
from Europe. Obviously, those puppies were transported at less
than eight weeks of age.

There are also CDC regulations which prohibit sale of puppies
less than 30 days after vaccination for rabies at a minimum age
of three months in most States, four months in others, which
means that they cannot be sold at less than four months or five
months of age. There is absolutely zero enforcement. The CDC has
told me they have no funds for enforcement, and all of these im-
porters are advertising younger dogs.

There is not much demand for four and five month old puppies,
so the puppies are sold as soon as they arrive. For the CDC, it is
a fairly low priority, because the puppies are suffering generally
from diseases which are not transmissible to humans, and the
CDC’s concern is mostly with human infection.

Part of PAWS will allow the USDA to enforce regulations of
other Federal agencies. I think this would go a long way towards
helping with that situation, because the USDA would probably be
rélméz motivated to enforce the confinement regulations than is the

DC.

Senator SANTORUM. Thank you.

Mr. Maddox, you mentioned some concerns you had. You also
mentioned that we have been working and trying to address those.
I guess my question to you is that given where that discussion is,
do you believe that we have adequately addressed the concerns
that you have with the original draft with the modifications that
have been discussed with you?

Mr. MaDDOX. Mr. Chairman, I am not certain precisely where we
have ended up with negotiations, so I want to offer that caveat. But
I do believe that based on what we have discussed and what we
have offered in response to that that it does appear that you may
be addressing pretty much all of PIJAC’s concerns, in which case,
obviously, we would no longer oppose the bill in any regard.

Senator SANTORUM. I guess you say that you would no longer op-
pose the bill, are there any provisions of the bill that you would
support, any ones that you would—

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, as we noted, we absolutely support
the enforcement provisions with regard to the extension of the sus-
pension period and with regard to the injunctive authority of
USDA. We believe this will substantially aid the agency in their
enforcement efforts, and we wholeheartedly support those provi-
sions of the bill.

The one bill with regard to the so-called threshold at which you
distinguish between commercial and hobby activity is a provision,
Mr. Chairman, that we really are not taking a position on. We do
recognize, and I think everybody recognizes, that there is some
type of activity that is hobby or noncommercial in nature, and obvi-
ously, there is a great deal of activity that is commercial in nature.
Where you draw that distinction is something that we have not
stepped in on, primarily because it would not directly affect the
commercial pet industry. We are already regulated in that regard.

Our people are already licensed, and it would not expand our li-
censure by this bill. But certainly, by the same token, we are not
opposing that measure. We simply do not feel that it directly im-
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pacts our industry, and therefore, we are taking a neutral stance
on that particular provision, Mr. Chairman.

Senator SANTORUM. Do you feel that your industry has been af-
fected or harmed by this change in the industry with respect to
sales of animals?

Mr. MaDDOX. Well, Mr. Chairman, we certainly, as noted, we en-
dorse effective enforcement of the act. We believe that is in the best
interests of the public, of the pets, and of the commercial pet indus-
try. We believe that those persons who fail to meet requirements
of law should not be in the industry, and we are pleased to see
them either brought up to standards or put out of business.

I do not know, and I do not think anybody knows, the degree to
which the import and Internet sale of dogs is occurring. So I cannot
address, you know, I cannot address the degree to which that
might be affected the pet trade. But certainly, as I said, persons
who should be licensed and should be observing Federal standards
but are not, we want them either brought up to snuff or put out
of business.

Senator SANTORUM. Does anybody have any further comments
before I dismiss you?

Thank you all very much for coming, and if the second panel
could now take your seats, I would appreciate it. While that panel
is getting situated, I just want to enter into the record a statement
by Senator Stabenow and Senator Durbin and other information
that we have received prior to this hearing to be made a part of
the record

[The prepared statements of Senators Stabenow and Durbin can
be found in the appendix on page 26.]

Senator SANTORUM. With that, let me thank our second panel of
witnesses. We have Mr. Wayne Pacelle, who is the President and
CEO of the Humane Society of the United States; Ms. Sara
Amundson, who is the legislative director of the Doris Day Animal
League; and Ms. Norma Worley, Director of the Animal Welfare
Program at the Maine Department of Agriculture. Let me thank all
of you for coming and with your patience in testifying here.

Mr. Pacelle, I want to thank you in particular for all the work
that you have done over the years in working with this and your
willingness to sit down and work through as we have just seen
with the prior panel a lot of issues and a lot of sometimes very
prickly issues. And dealing with the cooperation that we have had
from you has been outstanding, so I appreciate that.

Mr. PACELLE.

STATEMENT OF WAYNE PACELLE, PRESIDENT AND CHIEF EX-
ECUTIVE OFFICER, THE HUMANE SOCIETY OF THE UNITED
STATES

Mr. PACELLE. Well, thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. As you
said, I am Wayne Pacelle, President of the Humane Society of the
United States. We are headquartered in Washington, DC We have
9.4 million members and constituents, including more than 300,000
in Pennsylvania, and this is not a quid pro quo, but we are grateful
to you for all of your leadership throughout your career in public
service.
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This has not been a fleeting concern of yours. I remember stand-
ing with you more than a decade ago on this very subject of com-
mercial dog breeding operations, and I appreciate that you have
stuck with it to such a degree and also in a very bipartisan way,
attracting Senator Durbin also in the efforts that you have made
to secure funding. There is one thing to have authorizing legisla-
tion. There is another matter to see that the existing laws are
properly implemented, and your leadership with that of Senator
Levin and others in securing adequate funding, an 81 percent in-
crease in funding for the Animal Welfare Act over the last five
years, has really tremendously helped not just the dogs and the
cats but all of the other animals regulated under the Animal Wel-
fare Act as well as the Horse Protection Act, which is another
major law that you have helped to seek funding for.

And frankly, I must admit also, and I would like it to be reflected
in the record, your other efforts to amend the Animal Welfare Act
regarding Section 26 regarding animal fighting and combating the
barbaric practices of dog fighting and cock fighting; so we are deep-
ly grateful to you for all of your efforts and in particular this effort
here.

As you know, the Animal Welfare Act was established in 1966,
so next year will be the 40th year of enforcement to protect ani-
mals on a nationwide scale dealing with regulated industries that
by their nature deal with interstate commerce. And that is really
the issue here. We work very aggressively at the State level on
these issues, and many of the issues are State issues, and we wel-
come our cooperation, collaboration, with State agencies and also
local agencies.

But some industries are of a national or international scope that
require Federal intervention, involvement, regulatory oversight,
and that is precisely the case with the pet trade and the dog and
cat trade. And essentially what we have here is I think a very mod-
est bill, a bill that fundamentally deals with the question of fair-
ness. You have a regulated community that is covered because they
are selling at a volume that has triggered enforcement by the
USDA, and they are selling at wholesale.

Because of the Internet, we have a circumstance which the Ani-
mal Welfare Act authors in 1966 and subsequent amendment au-
thors, 1985, could not have anticipated the advent of the Internet
and could not have anticipated the very brisk sales that now exist.
If you Google various breeds of dogs and ask puppies for sale, you
will see any manner of large scale breeders who are selling direct
through the Internet to the public. These people are not covered
under the standards of the law.

So the folks who are selling to pet stores are covered and are
supposed to comply with some of the most basic provisions of care,
feeding, water, shelter, and the like, yet you have now a growing
and large class of individuals who are selling direct through the
Internet who are not covered. So it is unfair to the existing regu-
lated community. It is unfair to consumers, who have no safe-
guards but the conscience of some of those people, and some of
them, we have seen time and time again do not have much con-
science in this regard in terms of animal welfare and finally in
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terms of the animal’s welfare itself, we believe that this public pol-
icy is well justified on that basis alone.

And I will say that this is not just a theoretical concern about
the Internet. It is not an anticipatory concern in the sense that we
think this may be a problem. This is a problem here and now. And
my colleague at the Doris Day Animal League I know is going to
show some imagery and go into some details, but in our written
testimony, Mr. Chairman, we have a litany of cases of people sell-
ing animals through the Internet, one just a little more than a
week ago on October 28; 151 dachshunds and springer spaniels and
one cat were found, many described as skin and bones at the home
of a retail dealer in Vero Beach, Florida.

In 2004 in Macomb, Missouri, a case involving an Internet deal-
er, 147 live dogs and four dead dogs, all with severely matted fur
were found in dilapidated wire cages covered in feces, many with
eye ailments, hair loss, deafness, blindness and tumors; a litany of
these cases which more than justify this change in the law to cover
people who are escaping oversight when the Congress has essen-
tially said in its past lawmaking that if you are dealing at this
scale in terms of sales, you should be covered.

And in terms of the cruelty statutes at the State level, we work
very hard, Mr. Chairman, on this issue, and now, 42 States have
felony level penalties for certain acts of cruelty. But we do not want
it to progress to a state where animals are in a terrible condition
before we act. The very purpose of the Animal Welfare Act is to try
to maintain standards so we do not degenerate to a circumstance
where you have to have an intervention and a cruelty case, and I
think that the cruelty laws are critical but in no way address what
we are talking about here.

And I would also mention that States and private agencies like
the Humane Society of the United States, local humane societies,
bear the cost when these cases degenerate to this level. This is not
a puppy mill case, per se, but we are now in Arkansas dealing with
500 dogs in a hoarder case, and it is going to cost us hundreds of
thousands of dollars to deal with these 500 animals, hundreds of
thousands; dealt with by our society, our members giving money to
us to help animals that did not anticipate this terrible case of cru-
elty.

So if you have a regulatory program that is keeping tabs on peo-
ple, that is holding them to standards, you prevent these sorts of
cataclysmic circumstances from occurring.

I will also just mention in closing, Mr. Chairman, that in your
legislation, you are not adding welfare standards. You are simply
logically applying the existing standards to people who should be
covered and who the Congress frankly would have covered if they
had known about the advent of the Internet when these provisions
were originally enacted. Concerns about rescue, breed rescue
groups being covered are really a tremendous stretch on the part
of critics of the legislation. They would not be covered. But we
would support clarifying language to make sure that these people
are assured it is not our intent; we know in discussing with your
staff these matters that it is not their intent nor your intent to
cover them.
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In a broad sense, let me just thank you again for your leadership
on this issue. Animals really live at our mercy. They require our
merciful actions and our kind actions in order to get through each
day and each week and each month, because we domesticated
them. We have created a dependency, and we have a responsibility
to care for them and to protect them, and the Federal Government
has an important role, and that role should not be shirked, and we
appreciate your stepping up.

[The prepared statement of Mr. Pacelle can be found in the ap-
pendix on page 110.]

Senator SANTORUM. Thank you, Mr. Pacelle. We appreciate it.

Ms. AMUNDSON.

STATEMENT OF SARA AMUNDSON, LEGISLATIVE DIRECTOR,
DORIS DAY ANIMAL LEAGUE

Ms. AMUNDSON. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. It is truly
my pleasure to be here today in support of PAWS. We are greatly
appreciative of your incessant efforts to not only ensure that there
is appropriate protection for animals under the Animal Welfare Act
but also to ensure that USDA has the resources necessary to imple-
ment those needs.

I would also like to thank your colleague, Senator Durbin, for his
leadership role in this area, and I must note that the staff mem-
bers have been particularly helpful in ensuring that this broad coa-
lition actually comes together today in support of your bill.

Mr. Pacelle spoke to age of the Animal Welfare Act, and specifi-
cally the amendments in 1970 and 1976 went to the heart of what
it is we are speaking about today. Those amendments were there
to ensure that breeders who were selling through brokers to pet
stores were actually licensed, regulated, and inspected under the
Animal Welfare Act. And let us be direct about it: it made perfect
sense at that time that those were the targeted large, commercial
breeders who were actually coming under the auspices of the Ani-
mal Welfare Act.

Unfortunately, times have changed. Times have changed because
what we are seeing is those individuals who would like to purchase
a puppy are finding it more and more difficult to actually go to a
breeder’s property and take a look at the conditions the puppy is
kept in to ensure those animals are raised with some minimum
standards of care. That is the thrust of the retail pet store exemp-
tion and so the need for PAWS.

In 1989, the Doris Day Animal League was introduced to this
issue by a gentleman in Pennsylvania who purchased a dog out of
the back of a trade magazine. Unfortunately, the dog was pur-
chased from a breeder in the State of Oklahoma, was transported
on a commercial airliner in the cargo hold, and by the time the dog
reached the consumer in the State of Pennsylvania, it was so ill
that in effect, it died shortly thereafter.

USDA refused to investigate the situation, because, of course,
this was a retail sales issue. And from their perspective, the Ani-
mal Welfare Act did not to regulate those individuals.

Times have changed. Today, we can access any search engine on
the Internet, simply type in a few words, and immediately, we have
access to just reams of information. In fact, just yesterday, I typed
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in “Maltese puppies for sale” into the Google search engine, and
here is what we are looking at: just a handful of the Websites that
are available for selling these puppies online. I wound up with
500,000 hits with that terminology alone.

And unfortunately, as consumers become more and more com-
fortable with actually purchasing items over the Internet, it has
grown from purchasing televisions to living, breathing puppies. In
a recent article we noted in “The New York Times”, the American
Pet Product Manufacturers Association stated that 200,000 Amer-
ican households purchased puppies online just last year, and obvi-
ously, this is a money making venture, because these puppies are
selling for between $500 and $5,000.

For the past several years, the Doris Day Animal League has
been tracking these direct sales cruelty and neglect cases, and Mr.
Pacelle certainly alluded to the cost to society and the animals in
these cases. You will see a couple of posters here that demonstrate
some of what we have seen. In early 2004, 230 dogs were seized
from a breeder in Tennessee. This breeder was selling directly to
the public, so of course, fell through the cracks and was not li-
censed, regulated, or inspected.

It is estimated that the county spent $100,000 on ensuring that
the seizure took place, the animals were provided appropriate vet-
erinary care, and then, the resolution of the case was reached, and
those animals were adopted out in cases where they could be.

A vet testified at that trial that some of the female dogs could
barely stand, had large tumors; three of them were completely
blind and over the age of 13 years, and yet, those females were still
being bred. If this dealer had been under the jurisdiction of the
Animal Welfare Act, most of those issues would have been egre-
gious violations of the Act. Instead, as Mr. Pacelle said, it fell to
the States and the locality to actually prosecute the breeder. The
other photo there depicts conditions in a particularly egregious case
in the State of Kansas.

Some breeders are using this loophole in the Act to avoid regula-
tion altogether, including one in Michigan, who had her license re-
voked by USDA in 1992 because she was selling through pet stores.
Now, she is selling direct to the public, and there is a second case
of a number of cruelty charges that have been filed against her. I
think it is important to note that most of these cruelty or neglect
cases are demonstrating seizures of 100 to 200 to 450 dogs and
puppies. These are clearly large-scale, commercial breeders.

Chairman Santorum, just a cautionary note: while we are gen-
erally appreciative of the ability that we have all had to rack
through some extremely difficult language and reach the point that
we are at today, and we certainly recognize that USDA has limited
resources, I think it is important to note that there is no other area
of the Animal Welfare Act that currently exists where there is a
third party certification program for actually inspecting kennels.
And in fact, USDA, under the Horse Protection Act, has done an
analysis of what has transpired with that program and certification
for third-party inspections, and it clearly shows that USDA inspec-
tors are citing far more violations under the Horse Protection Act
than those independent third party inspectors.
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We strongly support the language and the threshold in this bill
and certainly see that USDA has been afforded some wonderful ad-
ditional tools for the cases that they are looking at, and we would
like to see that the language remain the same in those areas.

It has been a pleasure to work with you, and we are looking for-
ward to passing $. 1139, the Pet Animal Welfare Statute. Thank
you very much.

[The prepared statement of Ms. Amundson can be found in the
appendix on page 29.]

Senator SANTORUM. Thank you, Ms. Amundson.

Ms. WORLEY.

STATEMENT OF NORMA WORLEY, DIRECTOR, ANIMAL
WELFARE PROGRAM, MAINE DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Ms. WORLEY. Thank you, Senator.

Senator SANTORUM. Thank you.

Ms. WORLEY. It is a pleasure to be here today in support of this
legislation. As you mentioned earlier, I am the director of the Ani-
mal Welfare Program from the great State of Maine, and I am defi-
nitely speaking in support of this legislation.

I have been in my current position for two and a half years, but
prior to retiring to Maine in 2001, I spent 21 years as an animal
cruelty investigator in Southern California. During my tenure both
in Maine and California, I have investigated hundreds if not thou-
sands of animal cruelty cases, including many dealing with breed-
ing kennels.

As you are aware, animal welfare issues, in addition to being dif-
ficult, are usually emotionally charged. It can be extremely con-
troversial. It is characterized by complaints from the public de-
manding that the animals they believe are being abused or ne-
glected be removed immediately, regardless of what the law allows
us to do or even the rights of the owner. The media may also com-
promise these investigations because, as the editors put it, every-
one likes a good animal story. All this eventually results in lengthy
debates in both State and Federal legislatures analyzing and re-
analyzing if our animal cruelty laws, if they even exist, are suffi-
cient.

There are thousands of breeding kennels across the country that
do everything in their power to protect their animals and obey the
law. I am sure that you have heard from some of these breeders
regarding this legislation. It is important that these law abiding
kennel owners know that they have nothing to fear from this pro-
posed statute, and there is no slippery slope or hidden agenda. Un-
fortunately for every one of these lawful and ethical kennel owners,
there are many if not more who see animals simply as a commodity
and a way to make a quick buck.

The PAWS statute before you today identifies and seeks to cor-
rect several loopholes in current Federal law that allows no protec-
tion for dogs and cats sold directly to the public by large scale
breeders. This legislation will mandate protection be applied for
these animals regardless of what State the breeder lives in.

The State of Maine and its domestic animals are fortunate that
we have some of the strongest laws in the United States, thus pro-
tecting them from unscrupulous breeding kennel owners. This is
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not to say that we have no such breeders, because we do. Of the
800-plus animal cruelty complaints that we have received this
year, just alone or alone the State of Maine Animal Welfare Pro-
gram, we have spent hundreds of hours on three investigations in-
volving a pet shop and two breeding kennels.

The end result was 250-plus dogs removed from these two ken-
nels, and fortunately, these are the lucky ones, as they were adopt-
ed into loving, forever homes and have been spayed and neutered
to help stop this cycle of abuse. Unfortunately, the pet store just
moved to another State whose laws are not as effective.

Even with these effective kennel laws, not a week goes by with-
out the Animal Welfare Program receiving a heartbreaking com-
plaint from a new owner who has purchased a pup or kitten than
a less than honest breeder. To even complicate things more, we
now have a new twist in marketing for these dishonest breeders.
As with all new avenues of commerce, the Internet is the latest tool
to sell dogs and cats.

Unfortunately, the Internet can reach out all over the world and
is difficult to track without cooperation of the user. There is noth-
ing more frustrating to us than to receive a complaint from a new
owner that may live 3,000 miles away who is heartbroken over the
pup or kitten they have just received. The usual scenario is these
complainants are surfing the Net, looking for a particular breed
and fall in love with a picture of what they think is their ideal pet.
Some are looking for show caliber dogs; some just like the par-
ticular breed and want a pet, and then, there is the smaller minor-
ity who are even seeking to start their own breeding kennel.

But going back to the dilemma of the new owner, usually, the
story entails how they purchased this dog over the Internet and are
eagerly awaiting the arrival of the new addition to their family.
However, in most cases, it is anything but a happy event when the
animal arrives. These young pups, sometimes as young as five and
six weeks old, are shipped to the new owner by air in a small crate
held in the cargo area of the plane for trips that can be up to 12
to 15 hours in length.

Upon arrival, they are usually sick. Some may have genetic dis-
orders from poor breeding or are just a horrible example of the
breed. The new owner tries to contact the breeder by email or let-
ter, only to be told, if they get an answer at all, their choice is to
either return the animal to the breeder, which means reshipping
back across the United States to be treated by the breeder’s veteri-
narian or basically tough luck, no compensation.

The breeder usually has in their contract that includes no re-
funds for the purchase price or any compensation for veterinarian
bills that the new owner may acquire. At this point, the new owner
is totally confused, angry, frustrated, but in most cases now has
fallen in love with this poor creature, which is what the unscrupu-
lous dealer hoped would happen.

Now, the owner is faced with the horrendous choice of spending
perhaps thousands of dollars at their vet with the hope that the
dog recovers or to return this poor critter to an uncaring breeder
and an unknown fate. As you would suspect, most decide to keep
the animal, even though it is not what they wanted, is not healthy,
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and they may be saddled with outstanding bills for the rest of the
animal’s life.

The positive side is these animals are the lucky ones, as they will
spend their lives in forever homes. Unfortunately, others will be
sent back, where they will be nursed back to an appearance of good
health, only to be sold again in an attempt to recoup the dealer’s
losses or immediately euthanized.

So who is the real victim in these cases? Many will say it is the
purchaser. They were taken advantage of. Others will scoff and say
buyer beware; they got what they deserved for not doing the re-
search. Others will say this is simply a civil matter, and this is
what the courts are for. But keep in mind that courts are charged
with settling disputes based on paper trails and not live animals.

I come before you today to say the real victims in these cases are
the puppies and kittens who are taken too young from their moth-
ers; that are not socialized; many times are ill or genetically infe-
rior; and then shipped in cargo holds of airplanes, sometimes en-
during trips in length; and now are unwanted. It is beyond my
realm of understanding how anyone could stand by and allow this
to happen.

The victims of these horrendous acts must be protected the same
as domestic animals who are sold to commercial facilities. The clos-
ing of these loopholes must be addressed now in order to protect
the voiceless victims in States where they have little or no protec-
tion. Again, I thank you for this bill, and I hope the Members of
the committee will vote in support of it.

[The prepared statement of Ms. Worley can be found in the ap-
pendix on page 123.]

Senator SANTORUM. Thank you, Ms. Worley. Appreciate it.

I just want to review a few things that have been brought up,
again, by those who have expressed opposition to 1139. First, just
reading some of the newspaper ads from today’s paper, it says that
one claims is PAWS would dramatically change the Animal Wel-
fare Act. Does the PAWS legislation change the Animal Welfare
Act other than who the Animal Welfare Act covers?

Mr. PACELLE. It really does not meaningfully change the Act ex-
cept to make it more fairly applied to individuals who are
sidestepping the regulatory scheme that exists and that many peo-
ple are operating under just fine. You know, it is not as if—

Senator SANTORUM. So there are no new requirements under the
Act as far as animal welfare kinds of provisions.

Mr. PACELLE. No, there are no breeding restrictions. There is no
socialization requirement. There are none of the things that have
been long discussed, but they are not in this legislation.

Senator SANTORUM. Some of you have commented on, and last
panel did, about the changes in the industry. One of the claims
here is that less than half of a percent of all dogs who are acquired
via the Internet or the like. Do you have any numbers or any sense
of, number one, where we are with respect to that and if there is
any trend with that regard as far as Internet sales and sales of
dogs from overseas?

Ms. AMUNDSON. Well, Chairman Santorum, I would be hard
pressed to come up with some sort of final number. However, I will
say that a major trade association, which clearly tracks trends with
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pets has stated just last year 200,000 puppies were purchased over
the Internet. I do think it is important to note that while the Inter-
net is perhaps the most available vehicle for these direct sales,
clearly, it is taking place through ads in trade magazines, local
newspapers, and a variety of other mechanisms, too.

Mr. PACELLE. I would say, Mr. Chairman, that I would love to
see some documentation for that figure. It sounds made up, and it
sounds like it is just a convenient number thrown out there to min-
imize the value and importance of the legislation. It is a growing
industry. You know, we, as Sara indicated, Google these sites; they
would not exist in the number that they are but for the economic
activity.

Senator SANTORUM. Another comment here is that the PAWS
legislation would Federalize the breeding of home-raised pets. Do
you intend to Federalize the breeding of pets, people who have, like
me, who have a dog who had a litter? Do you want to Federalize
folks who have a dog that has a littler of puppies?

Ms. AMUNDSON. Mr. Chairman, I simply cannot fathom how that
could be accomplished. For obvious reasons, the Animal Welfare
Act is an interstate commerce vehicle, which is why it is the Fed-
eral Animal Welfare Act. And certainly, in any written information
that the Doris Day Animal League has provided over the years we
have looked at this issue, we have never supported the concept of
having USDA inspectors in the living rooms of individuals who
may breed an occasional litter. In fact, it flies in the face of Con-
gressional intent under the Animal Welfare Act, which clearly
states that this Act is geared toward commercial ventures and not
to occasional breeding of companion animals.

Mr. PACELLE. I think that, you know, your legislation clarifies it
moag} than existing law does, that these people would not be cov-
ered’

Senator SANTORUM. Could you explain that, why it actually takes
a step in the direction of clarification?

Mr. PACELLE. It does, because you have essentially set a new
standard, a higher threshold, six litters per year, 25 dogs, for sale
purposes in interstate commerce in order to trigger the enforce-
ment activity of the USDA.

Senator SANTORUM. So if you are a hobby breeder that has three
females, and you breed them once a year, you are not going to be
connected with this.

Mr. PACELLE. You are not covered, and AKC, which is the main
industry group, the one that has been around for 100 years, has
said that the vast, vast majority, 96 percent plus, of its people do
not come under the provisions of the Animal Welfare Act now and
that we would not be adding new ones at this—if this legislation
were approved. The law now is a different standard, a lower stand-
ard, so I think people should feel better about your legislation.

Senator SANTORUM. Another question was raised about sports-
men and whether they would be treated differently under this act
than prior acts, than the current Act, I should say.

Ms. AMUNDSON. I would certainly have to concur with the re-
sponse that was provided with the first panel. And again, I will re-
mind individuals in this room that hunting, breeding security dogs
are already covered under the definition of dealer in the Animal



22

Welfare Act. This does not create a new sort of mechanism for en-
suring that those individuals are regulated.

Ms. WORLEY. I think it is important to bring up that the State
of Maine is very much a sportsmen’s, hunting State. I did have
some conversations with a couple of sportsmen’s group who had ex-
pressed, you know, interest that this was new legislation that was
going to affect them. But when I reminded them that in the State
of Maine that if you sell more than 16 puppies, you have to be li-
censed, and basically, they said oh. So they understand, too, that
some States are more stringent, and this will not affect them. But
at that point, they said okay, we can support it.

Mr. PACELLE. And let us point out that, you know, we are not
talking about coming into your home and ripping apart your draw-
ers and looking under your bed. We are talking about basic animal
welfare standards. No one should be afraid if they are caring for
their animals. If their animals are fed and watered, and they have
shelter, there is no problem. This is just basic, you know, the Gov-
ernment is not coming in and pulling apart people’s homes here.

Ms. WORLEY. I would just like to add that having been an inves-
tigator animal cruelty for over 25 years and now in Maine that I
do not care what goes on in the living room, but if they are breed-
ing dogs, I do, and I would like to get into their kennels. That is
all T am interested in.

Senator SANTORUM. Mr. Pacelle, you mentioned the issue of ani-
mal rescue. That seems to be another constant I would say mis-
interpretation that somehow or another, that this bill will ad-
versely affect animal rescue organizations. Can you comment on
that directly?

Mr. PACELLE. I find that a very, you know, fanciful argument.
These people are not engaged in commercial sale of animals for
profit. These are rescue groups who are providing assistance to ani-
mals in need, and they are not engaging in commercial trans-
actions. They are not covered under the existing law now. They are
not selling large numbers of animals. And I think most impor-
tantly, they are not breeding the animals. I mean, this is a breed-
ing trigger in many respects, and the breed rescue groups are not
engaging in large-scale breeding of animals.

Senator SANTORUM. So it is not your intent that the PAWS cover
these organizations.

Mr. PACELLE. No, and, as I said, you know, if you want to clarify
the language—we think that as exists, it is fine, but if, you know,
you and some of the other backers of the legislation like AKC want
to see this tailored to really underscore that, we would not object.

Ms. AMUNDSON. Mr. Chairman, if I may, I would say it would be
defeatist on our part to in any way, shape, or form have this bill
construed as covering rescue organizations or rescue individuals.
For obvious reasons, coming from the animal welfare community,
these are the very individuals who are providing a significant serv-
i(i‘edin these cruelty cases where you have got these large seizures
of dogs.

So whether we need to work toward a savings clause or some-
thing along those lines that will provide some further demarcation,
I would say there is nothing in the current language that should
be construed as encompassing rescue groups.



23

Senator SANTORUM. Thank you.

We have another vote scheduled here in five minutes, so I am
going to thank you all very much for your testimony. I appreciate,
again, all of you on both panels for the cooperation, and as I said
at the very beginning, this is a work in progress. We hope to have
a discussion draft with amendments that have been talked about
in the last two panels available to the public in the next couple of
weeks, and we will use that as a further point of discussion to try
to get, as I said before, a broad consensus to move something for-
ward to the benefit of pets and pet owners.

Thank you very much. We are adjourned.

[Whereupon, at 4:09 p.m., the subcommittee was adjourned.]
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Statement of United States Senator Debbie Stabenow
Subcommittee on Research, Nutrition, and General Legislation Hearing on
Pet Animal Welfare Statute (PAWS) of 2005
Mr. Chairman, One of my constituents from
Kalamazoo, Michigan, Cindy Cooke, asked to be

allowed to testify at today’s hearing.

Ms. Cooke is the Legislative Specialist for the
United Kennel Club based in Kalamazoo and
she is well-known breeder of American Kennel
Club-registered Scottish Terriers.

She is also the author of The New Scottish
Terrier.

Unfortunately, you already had two full panels
for the hearing and were not able to
accommodate Ms. Cooke.

Senator Santorum, you were very kind to offer to
include Ms. Cooke’s testimony in the record of
today’s hearing.

It is important to me that my constituents’ voices
are heard in the Senate, so thank you.

| ask unanimous consent that Ms. Cooke’s
testimony be included at this point.
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There are 111 United Kennel Clubs and 164
American Kennel Clubs in Michigan for a total of
275 Clubs.

| don’t know that this is the highest number of
Clubs in the country, but it is certainly significant.

| appreciate the opportunity you have given
them to express their views and hope their
concerns will be addressed.

| am also a dog-lover. Dogs have been a part of
my family since childhood.

| look forward to hearing from our witnesses
today.

Thank you.
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MR. DURBIN. Mr. Chairman, I thank you for holding a hearing on this bill. I am pleased to be
your lead cosponsor on this legislation.

The Pet Animal Welfare Statute (PAWS) would strengthen the Animal Welfare Act (AWA) to
address a problem that is little known to many animal-loving Americans. It is a problem that
should concern the tens of millions of Americans who own and provide loving homes to pets.
The issue I'm discussing is the mistreatment of puppies at the hands of commercial dealers.

Though we often refer to our dogs as "man's best friend" and many of us think of our dogs as
members of the family, large, commercial puppy breeders, or puppy mills, are not sufficiently
inspected or regulated by the federal government due to weak laws and insufficient funding.
Clearly, this issue deserves our attention in light of the thousands of puppies provided to pet
stores and pet owners by large, commercial dealers every year.

PAWS corrects this lack of oversight by requiring that any commercial breeder who sells seven
or more litters of dogs or cats directly to the public in a year must be licensed by the USDA. The
statute also allows the USDA to obtain the identity of breeders, a measure that would help the
USDA to address inhumane treatment. PAWS extends the suspension period for facilities with
AWA violations from 21 days to 60 days and provides the USDA with direct authority to seek
injunctions.

Pet owners who love their animals, as well as commercial breeders who adhere to a high standard
in the treatment of their animals, should embrace this measure. If we strengthen the regulations
that govern the practices of commercial puppy breeders, unscrupulous breeders who subject
animals under their care to cruel treatment will be inspected more frequently and punished for
violating the Animal Welfare Act. This will limit their ability to profit from practices such as
housing their puppies in filthy wire cages stacked one on top of another, neglecting to provide
loving contact to their animals, and breeding their dogs to exhaustion. Pet owners and all of us
who love animals will have greater assurance that puppies will have been raised in caring,
sanitary environments. Good breeders will be rewarded for their high standards when they are
distinguished from bad breeders who tarnish the reputation of the industry.

For these reasons, PAWS has been endorsed by a variety of national groups that approach this
issue from different perspectives. The Humane Society of the United States, the American
Kennel Club, the American Veterinary Medical Association, the Doris Day Animal League, and
the Animal Welfare Institute have all expressed support for PAWS.

I believe that this bill will help to fill the gaps in the current law and will encourage stronger
enforcement by the USDA to crack down on chronic violators. The bill will improve the
treatment of these vulnerable animals, protect consumers from unknowingly purchasing pets
from abusive dealers, and improve the reputation of commercial dealers.

I thank the Chairman again for his work on behalf of this bill and hope that the committee will
approve it and send it to the full Senate for further consideration.
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Today in 2005, we can access any search engine on the Internet, type in the name of a specific
breed of dog and find literally hundreds, if not thousands, of websites devoted to selling those
puppies directly to the consumer. A puppy bred in Missouri may be listed for sale ona
website bearing an address in Pennsylvania and sold to a consumer in Colorado. The
interstate commerce opportunities afforded through the Internet have so significantly changed
the retail puppy business that it is imperative these breeders who are selling directly to the
public be required to obtain a USDA license, abide by the agency’s minimal regulations and
be inspected. Because this Internet technology ensures the ultimate consumer never sees their
puppy prior to the purchase and therefore simply cannot assess the care and living standards
provided by the breeder, we need a federal law to appropriately regulate this burgeoning
interstate commerce to protect puppies and the people who love them.

Just as consumers purchase hundreds of thousands of televisions over the Internet each year,
so too do they purchase living, breathing puppies. In a recent article in The New York Times,
The American Pet Product Manufacturers Association stated that 200,000 American
households bought puppies online last year. These puppies, advertised on the Internet, may be
sold for between $500 and $5,000. For high-volume, commercial breeders, Internet sales are a
convenient, inexpensive way to mass market puppies across state lines.

The Increased Number of Direct Sales Animal Cruelty Cases: A Case for Federal
Regulation

Large Commercial Operations. Repeat Offenders:
Late in 2004, Barbara and Robert Woodley of Sanford, North Carolina were charged with

cruelty, abuse and neglect of as many as 400 dogs kept on their property. They also kept
birds. Initially, 200 dogs were seized and provided veterinary assistance. None of the dogs
had been vaccinated for rabies since 2002. Ultimately, about 250 more dogs were seized.
Veterinarians discovered open wounds and sores, blindness, internal parasites, tooth decay and
skin scalding due to ammonia exposure, caused by urine and feces. Veterinary costs for the
initial group of dogs had reached $100,000 by April 2005.

Judge Andy Corbett found Barbara and Robert Woodley guilty of all charges of animal
cruelty, sentenced them to 45 days in jail suspended for five years with conditions including a
year of supervised probation. They Woodley’s may not own, possess or control animals
during the probation.
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Successful local prosecution of cruelty:
On January 22, 2004, police raided the home kennel of J ennifer Siliski in Franklin, Tennessee,

and seized 230 animals, 200 of whom were adult Maltese dogs. The animals were living in
deplorable conditions, three or four to a cage, with cages stacked in two small rooms and the
garage. The raid was precipitated by a call to Williamson County Animal Control from a man
who had recently purchased three dogs from Siliski and found them to be in very poor health.
This phone call was the beginning of what became a highly-publicized case involving a
breeder who sold dogs through her Internet Web site.

Ultimately, dog breeder Jennifer Siliski was charged with 30 counts of animal cruelty, based
on the cases of the 230 seized dogs that were the most egregious. In addition to the criminal
case, civil and class action cases are also being considered due to numerous complaints from
people who bought from her, who have reported dogs with parvo, heart murmurs, mange,
socialization problems,

and with their vocal cords surgically cut, a gruesome practice called “debarking”. One
veterinarian testified that some female dogs could barely stand and had large tumors, yet they
were still being bred. Some of the dogs were severely dehydrated; others suffered from ear and
uterine infections. At least three dogs were over age 13 and still being bred, despite blindness,
dental disease and mange, according to the vet’s testimony.

The local media immediately picked up on this story and the public—outraged about the
treatment of the dogs—rallied to find them temporary homes. Six months after the local
authorities seized the dogs, the case finally went to trial and the District Attorney’s aggressive
prosecution helped bring a guilty verdict by the jury on 11 of the 30 counts. Prior to
sentencing, DDAL wrote to Judge R.E. Lee Davies, asking for stiff penalties to be handed
down. Siliski was sentenced to 10 days in jail, one year of supervised probation and 50 hours
of community service. She also was prohibited from trading or selling dogs in the future.
Further, Judge Davis ordered the dogs to be sold at auction in order to help the county recoup
the $100,000 in expenses related to caring for them, but rejected the D.A.’s request that the
animals be spayed or neutered.

Again, the public outcry was enormous, especially from those who had been fostering the dogs
for several months. Selling the dogs at auction, they reasoned, would almost certainly put
them back in the hands of breeders. In response, Williamson County Commissioners Houston
Naron and Judy Hayes sponsored a resolution that would help the county recoup its money by
selling the dogs, but would guarantee that the foster parents would have first right of refusal
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and the dogs would be spayed or neutered. The judge agreed to abide by the resolution, if
adopted. DDAL again took action by contacting the county commissioners in support of the
resolution. The County Commission unanimously approved the resolution, finally giving
animal lovers and humane and caring citizens in Williamson County a reason to celebrate.

Breeders in New York Sell Sick Dogs to Consumers in Florida:

Oswego County, New York

On July 9, 2004, 23 dogs and puppies in Hannibal, New York, were rescued from Jerry and
Sherry Schmidt, who were selling them directly to the public. The dogs were reportedly
locked in cages, covered with urine, feces and fleas, some had no water and most didn’t have
food. A few of the dogs were outside without shelter or protection. Many were sick and had
worms, several were pregnant, and one pregnant female was left outside to give birth in the
mud.

The Schmidt’s were apparently out of town at the time of the raid, but eventually surrendered
to police upon learning of warrants for their arrest. They now face 23 counts of animal cruelty,
plus separate felony charges of scheming to defraud and selling or offering to sell sick animals
directly to the public. The case is currently moving slowly towards a possible trial, while the
dogs remain in limbo, but, at least, safe, in foster homes.

Upon the arrest of the Schmidt’s, local officials reported that they began receiving numerous
complaints from customers across New York State and from as far away as Florida saying
dogs purchased from the couple were in bad health and required numerous vet visits. Many
customers claim to have tried unsuccessfully to contact the Schmidt’s to obtain refunds.

Lack of Opportunity for Federal Intervention

Taylorsville, Kentucky

Laura Pope’s breeding facility in Spencer County was shut down on September 2, 2004,
following several complaints made by neighbors and others to the Spencer County Sheriff’s
Department. Investigators found approximately 100 dogs and puppies, mostly Siberian
huskies, in deplorable conditions. They were kept in small, unsanitary pens with no protection
from the elements.
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Pope had reportedly been selling her dogs over the Internet to customers across the U.S. and
overseas, and was charged with 95 counts of animal cruelty. The dogs were temporarily in the
custody of local authorities, but have since been returned to Pope until the case is resolved,
according to a judge's recent ruling.

Breeder Loses USDA License — Reemerges Without a License to Sell Retail

In October 2005, Dansville, Michigan breeder Karen Cochran had 33 dogs seized from her
property, with authorities working to locate another 62 dogs. The dogs suffered from brittle
bones causing leg fractures, eye and ear infections and other health conditions. Ms. Cochran
was selling puppies direct to the public. Previously she sold puppies at wholesale and held a
USDA license, but after being cited for animal welfare violations in 1989 and 1992, she lost
her USDA license. Unfortunately for the puppies and the public, Ms. Cochran simply avoided
federal licensing and inspection by changing her business from sales to pet stores — which
requires a license — to selling to the public. PAWS will prevent unscrupulous breeders, who
have lost their USDA licenses, from simply changing their business to selling puppies over the
Internet or through classified ads.

A Domino Effect: The Impact on Consumers and Localities
The animals are not the only ones who feel the repercussions of the actions of unscrupulous

breeders. In cases of reported abuse and neglect in which large numbers of animals are seized,
the local humane organizations charged with their care must carry the burden as their
resources are stretched to the limit. Bills for housing and vet care fall to the city or county
governments and can run into thousands of dollars, with few options available to recoup the
expenses.

Pending legal removal from the breeder once the case is settled, which often takes several
months, the dogs can be made available for adoption, once given a clean bill of health by
veterinarians. Unfortunately, these dogs often have not been adequately socialized due to
having little contact with humans or appropriate contact with other animals while spending
their lives in cages; therefore, these dogs are usually turned over to foster homes until they
adapt to living closely with humans and can hopefully be adopted in the future.

And what of the cost to the caring consumer? American families bond with a puppy or kitten
who quickly becomes a member of the family. When that beloved pet becomes ill and
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requires literally thousands of dollars of necessary veterinary care, only to have the dog
sentenced to a lifetime of disease or a rapid death, both the dog and the family suffer.

Prevent Cruelty, Provide for Animal Welfare, Not Burden Society

In many of these cruelty and neglect cases, as many as 100-200 dogs are seized by local
authorities. These breeders are operating for-profit businesses and are not hobby breeders.
The PAWS language clearly exempts any reputable breeder who sells a few litters of puppies
and the Doris Day Animal League supports the threshold as it currently stands in the bill.
Those breeders who sell more than six litters per year should be considered high-volume
breeders, as supported by the American Kennel Club guidelines. And for the first time since
DDAL launched its challenge of the existing “retail pet store” definition in the AWA in 1989,
we have an opportunity to provide a level playing field for animal sold through large,
commercial breeders who are currently licensed and those who should be licensed by USDA

Our goal is to prevent animal cruelty, provide for animal welfare and ensure that society is not
burdened with a problem that has a solution. By passing S. 1139, the U.S. Congress can begin
to license large, commercial breeders who are using today’s technology to avoid regulation
under the minimum standards of the Animal Welfare Act. The Doris Day Animal League
strongly urges the Senate Research, Nuirition and General Legislation Subcommittee and the
U.S. Senate to expeditiously move the Pet Animal Welfare Statute.
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hitp:/iwww. nytimes.com/2005/10/02/business/yourmoney/02dog. htmi?
QOctober 2, 2005

Surfing for a Pup? Homework Comes First

By MARYANN MOTT
The New York Times

AFTER waiting more than a year, September Mo of Shelton, Wash., recently received her
American Eskimo puppy from a breeder she found online.

" consider this breeder a personal friend now, after our many, mostly e-mail, interactions,” said
Ms. Morn, a professional dog trainer. "We've shared joys and sorrows, hopes and worries, and
news of our dog families. And if it weren't for the Internet, I might never have found her."

More than 200,000 American households bought puppies online last year, according to the
American Pet Product Manufacturers Association, a trade group.

But not all Internet purchases have a happy ending. Law enforcement officials in California and
Florida recently reported that charges have been filed in more than 30 cases in which consumers
either received sick puppies that later died, or paid upwards of $1,000 for a dog and never
received it.

The American Kennel Club - the largest registry of purebred dogs - does not officially track
complaints involving Internet purchases. But a spokeswoman, Lisa Peterson, says that more
people are reporting health problems in dogs bought online,

Many complain "that the dog arrives sick or in poor condition, and the puppy buyer can't get
satisfaction from the breeder because they often live in another state,” Ms. Peterson said.

Sometimes the puppy may never show up.

After moving to Virginia earlier this year, Shawnell Ingle wanted a dog for her family. So she
went online and noticed an ad for English bulldog puppies for $1,000. After previewing pictures,
she chose one.

Ms. Ingle said the seller told her to transfer the funds to a Western Union account in California.
Once the money was received, she said, the seller promised to put the pup on a flight to the East
Coast.

Days turned into weeks and the puppy did not arrive, and numerous calls to the seller went
unanswered, Ms. Ingle said. "All I did was cry for a day or so," she said. "My kids were so
brokenhearted.”
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The police in Chula Vista, Calif,, say the seller, Elizabeth Rivera Davis of Chula Vista, stole
more than $20,000 from nearly two dozen online puppy buyers throughout the country and
Canada. She has pleaded guilty to 2 of 17 felony counts and will be sentenced tomorrow in
Chula Vista.

To help buyers find the right breed and to choose responsible sellers, the A.K.C. last year
introduced a Web-based service called Breeder Classifieds, found under "Online Services" at
akc.org. Only breeders in good standing with the organization can advertise. The site averages
135,000 searches a month, Ms. Peterson said, and includes a list of questions to ask of breeders.

Some people mistakenly think that A K.C. papers alone guarantee that a puppy is healthy and of
good quality. They don't. They prove only that a puppy is the offspring of a known sire and dam.

Prices for pedigree puppies vary by region, depending on the type of dog, its health screening
tests and whether the parents are champions. In the New York metropolitan area, for example,
Rhodesian Ridgebacks - large, athletic dogs with permanently raised hair along their backs - sell
for around $1,500. In upstate New York, they go for half that price.

In general, buyers can expect to pay $500 to $2,000 for a pet-quality pedigree puppy - one that
the breeder believes won't be able to compete successfully in dog shows. A higher price, though,
doesn't necessarily mean better quality.

Many fans of purebreds say that good breeders often have the following qualities:

They are not in the business solely to make money. For many, it is a hobby, with the goal of
improving the breed.

They often specialize in one breed, and spend time educating buyers about its advantages and
disadvantages.

They sell only healthy animals and guarantee them for reasonable periods. They should test a
puppy's parents for hereditary diseases, and the puppy's vaccinations should be up to date.

Their contracts stipulate that if the buyer does not meet specified conditions of care, or becomes
unable to keep the puppy, they will take it back. (Most contracts for pet-quality dogs also have a
clause that requires spaying or neutering of the dog. )

Elaine Gewirtz of Westlake Village, Calif., wants to make sure that her Dalmatian puppies go to
good homes - and to people who know what to expect from owning them. (Both Ms. Morn and
Ms. Gewirtz, as well as this reporter, are occasional contributors to Dog Fancy magazine.)

More than 60 percent of Ms. Gewirtz's prospective buyers come from online breeder referral
services and firebusterdals.com, her Web site. When people send e-mail requests for information,
she asks them to call her. She then asks about their pet-owning experience and lifestyle to
determine if they're a good match.
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"My husband says it's easier for someone to get a bank loan than one of my puppies,” said Ms.
Gewirtz, who has bred 25 champion Dalmatians.

When visiting a breeder’s home or kennel, ask to see at least one of the puppy's parents, experts
say; the appearance and temperament of the parent can provide an idea of how the pup may turn
out. Be wary, the experts advise, if a breeder does not let you do so - or if he does not let you see
the environment where the puppy was raised.

If you do buy an animal with a health problem, 12 states, including Connecticut, New York and
New Jersey, have consumer protection laws for buyers. These laws differ by state. Some "puppy
lemon laws" make the seller compensate the buyer for a portion of veterinarian bills incurred;
others cover hereditary conditions.

MS. MORN, who recently bought the American Eskimo puppy, a dog with a thick, snowy white
coat, said she is happy with her choice.

The dog, which she named Iris, "is healthy, happy, brilliant, athletic, bold, affectionate and
thoroughly charming," she said. "She's everything I wanted in a pup."

Ms. Morn clearly did her homework.

"There are different ways to use the Internet to locate a puppy.” she said. "Some are great; others
are ridiculous.”

She said she joined a chat board for owners whose American Eskimo dogs compete in the sport
of agility, in which the dogs race through timed obstacle courses.

She carefully read its postings, then asked knowledgeable members to recommend a breeder. She
interviewed several, eventually narrowing her search to a breeder in Indiana. The two exchanged
dozens of e-mail messages and had a number of phone conversations before Ms. Mom decided
to buy a puppy from her for $800. )

"My advice to someone seeking a pup - whether they make their contacts in person, by
telephone, or via Internet - is before you decide who you're going to get your puppy from,
educate yourself about that breed and about common health and temperament issues,” Ms. Morn
said. "Know the right questions to ask and be able to understand what the answers mean.”
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Che Sunford Herald

New chapter in dog drama opens
By KATHERINE MCDONALD

SANFORD - Barbara and Robert Woodley face a national animal-rights
advoeacy group in court Thursday in their on-going legal battle to keep
hundreds of dogs at their Westover Road property.

The Animal Legal Defense Fund, a national non-profit organization that
advocates for humane treatment of animals, filed a complaint and motion for
preliminary and permanent injunctions against the Woodleys in Lee County
District Court Dec. 23.

The complaint cites cruelty, abuse and neglect of the dogs, estimated to
number more than 200, which they keep on their property.

The case will be heard by Judge Resson Faircloth at 9 a.m. Thursday in
Courtroom 1 of the Lee County Courthouse.

Professor William Reppy of Duke University Law School and Peter
MacQueen, president of The Humane Society of Eastern North Carolina, who
were involved in another recent case against the Woodleys, approached the
ADLF about being the plaintiff in the animal-cruelty suit.

Accordmg to MacQueen, the ADLF studied the Woodley case and decided it
is significant enough to take it on because it allegedly involves "puppy-mill"”
breeders who keep large numbers of dogs in cramped and ﬁlthy conditions
without adequate medical care.

The ADLF is asking the court to give it custody of the dogs, terminate the
Woodleys' ownership of them and prohibit them from further violating state
laws against abuse, cruelty and neglect of animals.

The couple was taken to court on animal cruelty charges by Lee County
several months ago. Chief District Judge Andy Corbett dismissed those
charges in November because the prosecution documents "failed to adequately
allege a violation of the law."
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Lee County Attorney K.R. "Dick" Hoyle said that the county is not a plaintiff
in the suit to be heard Thursday, but is assisting the ADLF where needed, such
as providing records of the county's investigation of the Woodleys' dog- -
raising and breeding facility at their home.

Several Lee County residents are also working with the ADLF on the case.
One of those is Pat Sprouse, a former president of Carohna Animal Rescue &

Adoption.

"This situation has been going on for a long time," she said. "We tried to do
something four years ago, but to no avail. In the ADLF, we've got the right
people this time who know the laws about animals. I hope Thursday the judge
will award the animals to us and get them out of there into homes."”

The Woodleys could not be reached for comment on this case. At the time of
the earlier legal action, Barbara Woodley denied ali the charges, saying that
she keeps the dogs "fed, watered, vaccinated, clean and in good shelter."

She said that she feels she is runring "a rescue mission" for dogs that have
been abandoned or can no longer be kept by their owners.

Four years ago, the city inspected the Woodleys property and found no
evidence of abused animals. The city did require the Woodleys to hook up to
the city sewer line, remove trash and debris and exterminate rats and insects.

Barbara Woodley said that the previous case was inspired by "revenge" on the
part of county officials and by adjacent property owners who, she said, want
her land to expand an existing nearby business.

Sprouse said she hoped that a victory in the hearing Thursday will give
momentum to the effort to close down places that neglect and abuse dogs
while breeding them for profit.

"Anybody else operating an inhumane puppy mill nearby - we're gomg after
them," she said. "They better clean up their act.”

Copyright © 2005 The Sanford Herald
hitp://www.sanfordherald.com
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ALDF Files Lawsuit to Save Dogs
Published 1-11-05 (Sanford, North Carolina)

Alarmed by reports that hundreds of dogs in Sanford, N.C., were being subjected to serious abuse
and néglect, ALDF began working with North Carolina animal advocates to investigate the
situation late last year. The resuits of that investigation are shocking and sad — and have
resulted in a legal battle to protect the animals from further possible abuse.

Through eyewitness testimony, photographs and veterinary reports, ALDF learned that more than
400 dogs were being kept on property owned by Barbara and Robert Woodley. Most of these dogs
were living in filth and squalor and were suffering from a variety of serlous medical ilinesses.
Many had a varlety of eye infections, and many were blind — conditions attributed by
veterinarians directly to the ammonia-saturated air at the site. As much as half or more of the
animals had lost teeth, or the teeth remaining were rotting in their mouths. Such periodontal
complications can lead to infections, kidney failure and death.

All these conditions are preventable by normal care; none of these dogs had received that. ALDF
also learned of a serious threat of disease for the dogs and humans alike: None of the dogs on
the Woodley property have been vaccinated for rabies or other diseases since 2002. Many of
them have never had a rabies shot.

On December 30, 2004, Judge Resson Falircioth III entered a preliminary injunction in response to
a lawsuit filed by ALDF. The court order allowed veterinarians to remove dogs who had significant
medical problems and were in need of extensive medical care that could not be administered on
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the property. A team of veterinarians and veterinary techniclans (several of them trained in
animal crueity céses) went to the property and were stunned at the degree of neglect. Dogs’
coats were matted with old and new feces. Dogs were boarded up in wooden boxes without
exposure to light or outside air. The smell of old urine had created a stench of ammonia so bad
that the team was still suffering side effects after leaving the property. Every cne of the
veterinarians agreed that significantly more than haif of the dogs on the property had to be
removed to have their conditions treated.

The veterihary team removed the sickest dogs first and was in the process of removing dogs
when the Woodleys objected and demanded that they stop, despite the fact that these dogs are
suffering andin pain. The team is doing its best to monitor the dogs on the property, but the
animals’ conditions will only worsen unless they are rescued from the property.

Inundated with more than 100 sick dogs to care for, the North Carolina volunteers involved in the
case have sent out a nationwide call for assistance and.donations. Significant funding is needed to
house, feed and provide veterinary care for the dogs. Volunteers are also heeded to walk,
socialize and clean up until the case is resolved. The dogs cannot be adopted out until the court
issues a final ruling in the case, which could be months.

To find out how you can help the rescued dogs as a volunteer or donor, click here,

Animat Legal Defense Fund
www aidf .org
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newsobserver.com

Volunteers seize about 200 dogs from Lee
County home

The Associated Press

SANFORD, N.C. - About 200 dogs were removed Wednesday from the Lee County home of a
couple who were sentenced last month to five years probation for animal cruelty.

Veterinarians found the dogs suffered from blindness and skin scalding caused by ammonié, internal
parasites and dental decay. .

Volunteers including veterinarians and animal control workers marked the dogs with plastic collars,
loaded them onto animal control vans from Wake and Lee counties and took them to a warehouse in
downtown Sanford. There, the puppies and adult dogs joined 250 already seized from the property
under an earlier court order. -~ ’

The volunteers were allied with the Animal Legal Defense Fund, a Petaluma, Calif.-based animal-
rights organization that sued Robert and Barbara Woodley.

in March, District Court Judge Albert A. Corbett sentenced the Woodleys to five years of probation.
During that time, they may not keep animals at their home. He also sentenced them to two 45-day
periods in jail each, suspended for five years.

In December, District Court Judge Resson Faircloth allowed veterinarians to examine the dogs and
take them for treatment if needed.

The Woodleys are appealing the conviction, but Corbett ordered the Animal Legal Defense Fund to
care for the dogs until the appeals process is finished.

"There's no animal here that's not threatened with serious health problems said Bruce Wagman,
litigation director for the animal-rights group.

Barbara Woodley also was found guilty earlier this year of making a death threat against a
veterinarian and technician, who were on the Woodleys' property to care for the dogs. Her attorneys
have appealed.

information from: The Fayetteville Observer, http://www fayettevillenc.com

© Copyright 2005, The News & Observer Publishing Company,
a subsidiary of The McClatchy Company A
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Woodleys convicted of animal crueity

By TIM PRESTON

SANFORD - Barbara Woodley swayed slightly and collapsed to the
courtroom floor Thursday after Judge Andy Corbett found her and husband
Robert guilty of criminal animal cruelty and ordered all dogs remaining at
their Sanford home surrendered to representatives of the Animal Legal
Defense Fund.

The Woodleys, of 500 Westover Drive, had an estimated 400 to 500 dogs,
along.with a number of birds, in thelr home and on their property before
legal charges and a civil lawsuit were filed against them in late 2004.

Animal rights advocates, along with representatives and witnesses for the
ALDF cheered openly as emergency medical technicians responded to the
Lee County Courthouse shortly before 1 p.m. Lying on the courtroom floor, 'ipﬂﬁﬂ
Woodley tapped her chest and gave the paramedics abbreviated verbal

responses as they worked to determine if she had suffered a heart attack

after hearing the verdict. Woodley was reportedly taken to the emergency

room at Central Carolina Hospital for evaluation.

Corbett announced his decisions almost as soon as the last attorney to
present closing arguments took his seat. Corbett found Robert and Barbara
Woodley guilty of all charges of animal cruelty, sentencing both to 45 days
in jail suspended for five years with conditions including a year of
supervised probation. The Woodleys will pay court costs and must forfeit of
all animals in their possession or under their control to ALDF
representatives. The couple is not allowed to own, possess or control any
animals during thelr probationary period, according to the judge's ruling.

Attorney Chip Post, who represented the Woodleys during the majority of
the civil portion of this week's trial, said the judge’s decision on the
criminal charges "was erased,” by their notice of appeal on the criminal .
charges. The appeal notice takes the case to Lee Superior Court for a jury
trial. Post said he expects the new trial may be heard in Superior Court this
summer.,

"They are no longer convicted. They are now accused and have no
restraints on them except to show up for court," Post said Thursday
afternoon.

Corbett said statutes do not allow either the Animal Legal Defense Fund or
the Woodleys from seeking damages or reimbursement for expenses
related to the case. Veterinary bills for dogs taken from the Woodiey
property in January have been estimated at $100,000 for problems
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including blindness and ocular problems, parasitic infestations, open
wounds and sores, and "scalded" body parts caused by constant exposure’
to feces and urine.

Agents for the ALDF must care for the animals throughout the appeals
process, the judge said, and are forbidden from "disposing of any of them,”
during that undetermined time. ALDF attorney Woody Webb Sr. told the
judge that several of the dogs are in immediate need of euthanization and
asked for permission to have those animals destroyed. Corbett repeated
his orders and said ALDF agents must "follow the process” and submit a
formal request to the court before any such action is taken.

Barbara Woodley was found not guilty of simple assault against a court-
approved veterinarian working at her home. Dr. Laureen Bartfield accused
Woodley of assaulting her by grabbing her sleeve and saying, "No
pictures,” when the vet began photographing animals and conditions at the
Woodley property. The judge based his not-guilty decision on the fact that
a police officer present when the alleged assault occurred determined no
legal action was called for.

Attorney George Whitaker, who helped represent the Woodleys, said he
was surprised at the reaction of ALDF supporters to Barbara Woodley's
post-verdict collapse.

"What I saw was them hugging each other, laughing and high-fiving, even
as they sneered at Barbara laying on the floor. When the bailiff asked them
to leave the courtroom, they went outside and were yelling, whooping and
hollering. The callousness of their actions says a lot about them and their
warped point of view," he said.

Attorney Woody Webb Jr. of Raleigh, who helped represent the ALDF
during the civil phase of the trial along with his father, said the ALDF
supporters in court Thursday were purely celebrating their legal v:ctory and
were not reacting to Woodley's courtroom collapse.

"It had nothing to do with Mrs. Woodley,” Webb said late Thursday, noting
that the ALDF organization's supporters, "were obviously gratified with the
ruling for defenseless and helpless animals." Webb said the judge's .
decision is a reflection of community standards in Lee County and North
Carolma in general.

Contact Tim Preston by e-mail at tim@sanfordherald.com or call 718-1219.

Back to To, Email this story . . Print this story

Copyright © 2005 The Sanford Herald
P.O. Box 100, 208 St. Clair, Sanford, NC 27331
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Police raid turns up 230
animals at local ‘puppy mill’

By MELISSA N. WARREN / Review Appeal Staff Reporter

“The safety and well-being of our dogs and

puppies is foremost,” Jennifer Siliski says of
her home kennel where a police raid Thursday &
night turned up 230 animals, more than 200 of I8
them adult Maltese dogs.

There also were 14 cats and an unspemﬁed
numbeér of Maltese puppies.

Animal control officers remove
- a cage containing two Maltese

“Qur dogs are treated as part of our family,” puppies from the Oakwood
she says on Hollybelle’s Villa Malta South, Estates home of a breeder
Siliski’s Web site covered with pictures of her ~ where authorities found 230
four children playing with the small white animals in bad condition.

dogs that come with “a five-year health (Mindy Tate / Staff)

guarantee.” -

Despite that guarantee, the animals’ health varied greatly when authorities
served a search warrant on the two-story brick house at 2235 Bowman Road
in Oakwood Estates.

The animals were in “deplorable” conditions — penned in small wire cages
stacked atop each other in two small rooms, authormes said.

“Some of the dogs had infections, and one is in surgery today,” Davis said.
“They were being stored in the garage ... three or four in a cage.”

Siliski’s telephone answering service was full yesterday and shewas . - -
unavailable for comment. No criminal charges had been filed late yesterday.

Siliski’s Web site claims she believes in quality, not quantity, and there is no
mention of cages. In fact, “these furry beauties are raised underfoot ... with
[our family],” she says.
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Siliski’s youngest child, Holly, is the namesake of the Maltese boutique. Holly
suffers from a terminal metabolic mltochondna d1sorder

“She can neither walk nor talk, but the pupples are content to'sit Wlth her for . -
hours. They have always brought her great joy,” Siliski says. .

Holly is not the only one who enjoys the dogs from HoIlybeHe s— country -
singer Billy Ray Cyrus and Aerosmith rocker Joe Perry have purchased dogs
there accordmg to the Web 51te

Police raided the house about 5:30 p.m. in response to a request from
Williamson County Animal Control. The center had received complaints from
neighbors about noxious odors coming from house, but most recently were
alerted by two cleaning women. The women had been hired by Siliski to clean
the house, but refused the job after seeing the condition.

A woman who lives nearby said most subdivisions have an unkempt house
that neighbors hope will be cleaned up and “that house was it.” She called the
house “messy” and said it frequently looked as if it was under repair.

The neighbor also said she had neyer seen a dog outside there.

But Assistant Distriet Attorney Braden Boucek saw each and every one of the
dogs housed in Hollybelle’s as he helped investigate the scene until the “wee
hours of the morning,” Davis said yesterday.

Boucek, a former investigator in the Tennessee Attorney General’s Office,
had previous success w1'£h similar cases and “knew what needed to be done,”
Davis sa1d

Afier removing the animals from the house Wﬂhamson County Animal
Control officials housed the dogs for the night and yesterday said they had
been inundated with calls about the dogs.

They closed the shelter to other business yesterday, except in emergencies, in
order to care for Siliski’s animals.

Animal control officials must await a court decision on disposition of the dogs
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and cats before the general public may seek to adopt them, assistant director
Debbie Leddy said.

‘She issued a call for clean used or new towels, newspapers, dog food for
‘puppies and adult animals, cat food and cat litter. Such items may be left at
the covered entrance to the shelter, located off Hillsboro Road behmd '
Columbla State Community College in Frankhn

Meanwhile, Davis sald the probe contmued into the legahty of Siliski’s
operation.

“We are extremely concerned about any cases involving animal éruelty and
intend on vigorously enforcing the animal cruelty laws,” he said.

Deputy Defék Smith, also on the scene Thursday night, agreed.

“These dogs deserve to be &eated humanely, like all animals do. We would
not have seized the [animals] if they had been in humane condition.”

Smith, asked if Hollybelle’s was a puppy mﬂl sald it appeared the ammals
never went outside. .

“Yeah, I’d say it was a puppy mill,” he said.

Staff Reporter Melissa N. Warren can be contacted at
melissa@reviewappeal.com.
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Puppy mill raid began with his phone call
By CAROLE ROBINSON / Review Appeal Staff Reporter

When Dewayne Whitson called Williamson
County Animal Control officials in mid- .-
December about three West Highland Terriers
he purchased from Franklin breeder Jennifer
Siliski, he had no idea what he would be
setting in motion.

Within a day of purchasing his three
“Westies,” Whitson had to take them to his
vet where one was diagnosed with a heart
murmur and had sores and mange. Unable to
keep the sick dogs or to get restitution from .

at Williamson County animal
Control cleaning cages, bathing

Sthkl, Whitson said he called WCAC. and playing with some of the
] . dogs confiscated during the
“It wasn’t right for my county to take dogs Thursday night raid of Jenny
from another county,” said Whitson, of . Siliski’s home. (Carole
Cookeville. Robinson / Staff)

A few days later he surrendered them to Williamson Coimfy Animal Control.

WCAC assistant director Debby Leddy said yesterday her office has had
complaints about Siliski for years. With the three dogs in their custody,
communications from the Tennessee Office of Consumer Affairs and inside
information reporting on unhealthy and unsanitary conditions at Siliski’s
Bowman Road address, the judicial wheels were being sét in motion to aCt.

At the state level, Consumer Affairs officer Linda Geary had been filling a file
with complaints-about Slhskx who was placed on the Tennessee State Buyer
Beware list.

“This has been going on for years, but I handled my first complaint two
months ago,”’” Geary said.

“The calls are increasing. Consumers are telling us that Jennifer Siliski was



54

selling dogs and puppies as AKC (American Kennel Club) and AKC
authorities say they are ineligible to be registered.” N

Geary said Siliski charged $250 $1O OOO for her animals.

“One consumer paid $1,800 for a purebred dog and it dled the next day,” she
said.

On her Hollybelle s Maltese web site, Siliski offers a ﬁve-year health
warranty on her dogs, but Geary said consumers reported Siliski did not honor
them. Consumers reported dogs with parvo, heart murmurs, mange,
socialization problems and the vocal chords of many had been chpped a -
process called debarking.

Whitson verified that — Siliski would not honor the warranty on any of his
three dogs. He said it was strange that it was so qulet for the number of dogs
she had in her garage

“When T was in the house I couldn’t hear dogs barking. Then I found out all
three of my dogs had been debarked ”

Geary is spearheadmg an mvestlgatlon into Siliski’s business practices and '
advises consumers to file complaints with her office. That can be done by
downloading a complaint form off the internet at www.state.th.us/consumer.

Since documentation is necessary to prosecute this case, Geary asked that
forms be downloaded and mailed or faxed to her office. She also can be
reached by phone at 1-800-342-8385 or 615-741-4742 or by email at
linda. geary@state tn.us.

Documentation should include letters from veterinarians regardmg medical
problems, correspondence from the AKC about registering, copies of payment
receipts and any correspondence from Siliski.

Meanwhile, at WCAC, volunteers organized through Bon du Jour, spent the
weekend washing, clipping, feeding, cleaning cages and socializing the 230
animals. Five members of the Tutt family were on hand to help They recently
purchased two female Maltese Terriers from Siliski.
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“We didn’t know any’ghing was wrong,” Elisia Tutt said. “It just kills me to
sée these animals in this condition — not bathed, can’t hear because of stuff in
their ears, gunk in their eyes, they can’t even go to the bathroom.”

Without the volunteers, the _]Ob of carmg for S0 many abused animals would '
have been monumental, Leddy said.

“The dogs and cats are domg much better. They are eatmg well they are
hydrated and our vet, Dr. Mary Foshee, is doing regular checks on them

One kitten and one puppy died over the weekend and seven other animals are
still in guarded condition at local veterinary hospitals. .

Once all the animals are documented, WCAC will look for a Iargef space to
‘house them until the investigation and court proceedings are complete.
Officials may foster out mothers and pups to keep them together.

A judge eventually will decide what will be done with the animals when the
case has been decided, Leddy said..

“One of these dogs needs to be somebody’s prihces‘s,” volunteer Vickie
Roberts said. Co

And Whitson, who only wanted a healthy dog, is thrilled attention has been
brought to the situation, but because of the scope of the case, he hired
Nashville attorney Christina Norris to represent him and the many others who
‘have contacted him in a class action suit agamst Siliski.

“I’'m extremely happy I got somebody’s attention on this,” Whitson said. _

Staff Reporter Carole Robinson can be contacted at carole@reviewappeal.com
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Task force formed in Siliski case
By MELISSA N. WARREN / Review Appeal Staff Reporter

Two minds are better than one.

And in the case of Jennifer Siliski, the Franklin dog breeder whose 230
animals and four children were removed from her care last week, officials say
it’s going to take the combined efforts of numerous “heads” to put together
the clues. ' '

The home at 2235 Bowman Road has popped up on the radar screens of many
different agencies over the years — the Williamson County District
Attorney’s Office, the state Department of Children’s Services (DCS), the
state Division of Affairs, Williamson County Animal Control (WCAC), the
Humane Society, the Better Business Bureau (BBB), the American Kennel
Club and the Williamson County Codes Compliance Department are just a
few, documents turned up by the Williamson County Review Appeal indicate.

Nonetheless, the different agencies did not begin to share all of their
information in a joint task force until two weeks ago, just before the raid on
Siliski’s home, said Linda Gerhey of the state Division of Consumer A ffairs.

“T had to come up with a creative way to combine our efforts, so we held a
meeting a week before the raid with the dxfferent departments that were
involved,” she sald

The D.A.’s office, WCAC, the Humane Society and the BBB were all present
at the meeting.

But the Siliski case, with its growing list of false names and allegations of
: illegal business, now merits even more help.

“The task force has now grown to include several other agenc1es whxch
cannot be named due to the sensitivity of the case.’

1t is difficult to include every department in the task force, though. Siliski is
‘being investigated on numerous levels, and certain aspects of the case are not
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necessarily under the jurisdiction of all members in the task force, Gerhey
said.

For instance, Carla Aaron, DCS communications manager, said that agency
was not notified about the raid until the day after the animals had been
removed.

“We had been there before, but [for this speciﬁc incidént] we received no
official report,” Aaron said.

While it is disturbing that the animals were removed from the “deplorable” k
conditions prior to the children, there is no system that ensures information
regarding neglect cases is shared immediately, she said.

“Just because Animal Control removes animals doesn’t mean there are
necessarily children involved, and vice versa. Sometimes, we don’t know that
there are animals at the house until we get there. The same goes for Animal
Control.”

DCS is sharing as much information with the D.A.’s office, and as much as is
legally possible with Consumer Affairs, although the office is not “involved in
any task force” with an outside agency, Aaron said.

The agencies are not the only ones organizing — on the Web, Internet traffic
is high on the different forum boards regarding the Siliski case.

Dwayne Whitson, a Cookeville resident and disgruntled Siliski customer, says
he has been contacted by several other Hollybelle’s Maltese owners.

“I’ve been working on this for a month,” he said yesterday. “My wife and I
check and post on that forum (www.malteseonly.com) every day.”

Siliski customers from California to New York to Florida say they are
gathering their American Kennel Club certificates, registration documents and
any e-mails from Siliski.

In fact, officials are gathering much of their new information from these
deeply committed Maltese lovers.
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“I’m getting five new calls a day,” Gerhey said.

With time, energy aﬁd monetary losses, customers who have bought dogs
from Siliski are angry and united.

Adam Edwards of South Carolina is one such customer.

“We just want to make sure she doesn’t get those dogs back,” he said in a
phone interview yesterday. “It sickens us what she does and we want to do
anything we can to help make sure she never gets those dogs again.”

Edwards also is a key informant about the mysterious Bruce Redler in South
Carolina.

Redler filed a suit against Jennifer Siliski — “formerly known as Melissa
Henya Redler” — in 1994, although no information about the relationship of
the pair or the nature of the complaint were on record at the Franklin
courthouse.

But Edwards said yesterday that he dug up information on Redler’s 1994 court
case; it was a divorce complaint. That means a fourth ex-husband can be
added to the group of three who were in a custody hearing last Monday about
Siliski’s children. ;

Staff Reporter Melissa N. Warren can be contacted at’
melissa@reviewappeal.com.
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Saturday, 02/12/05
State: Ban Siliski from more sales of animals

By MITCHELL KLINE
Staff Writer

FRANKLIN — The state is asking a Williamson County judge for a
permanent injunction that would keep dog breeder Jennifer Siliski from
selling any more animals and to fine her for violating the Consumer
Protection Act. : : :

In documents filed yesterday on behalf of the Tennessee Division of
Consumer Affairs, the Attorney General's Office claims Siliski sold dogs
with genetic defects and other health problems and led buyers to believe
they were paying for American Kennel Club registered dogs when the
dogs were not registered. The state wants a partial summary judgment,
which could be made before the case goes to trial.

Along with an order that would keep Siliski from ever selling animals
again, the Attorney General's Office is asking for penalties and attorneys
fees. :

The state will seek restitution on behalf of consumers who purchased
dogs from Siliski, said Sharon Curtis-Flair, spckeswoman for the
Attorney General.

"We want to have the consumers testify in court that have a complaint in
this case,” Curtis-Flair said. "That's why we're not asking for restitution
at this time." '

No trial date has been set, but the case will be heard by Judge Russ
Heldman.

According to the state's motion, "there is no dispute as to any material
fact or genuine issue for trial other than proof of monetary damages to
affected consumers.”

In affidavits attached to the motion, consumers claim Siliski swindled
them. Nevada resident Gerald Kerns said he paid $2,600 for a dog that
had a hole in its skull.
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Williamson County residents Dwayne Whitson and Linda Gillespie said
Siliski sold them dogs with severe health problems. Whitson paid $1,300
for three dogs, and Gillespie paid $1,300 for a puppy that died. Mary
Mierley of Pennsylvania said she paid $1,600 for a dog she believed
was registered with the AKC.

Siliski did not return a reporter's phone call.

Williamson County Animal Control raided Siliski's Franklin home on Jan.
22, 2004, claiming it found more than 230 dogs and cats hvmg in
unsamtary conditions.

Siliski was convicted on 11 counts of animal cruelty in August and later
sentenced to 10 days in jail, community service and probation. She is
appealing her conviction.

Prosecutors have recently charged her with violating a court order to
stop breeding animals. They claim she has continued breeding
operations and is still selling dogs out of her home.

Siliski's criminal attorney, John Herbison, said she has not been
breeding animals. That case will be presented to a judge Tuesday.

. © Copyright 2005 The Tennessean
A Gannett Co. Inc. newspaper Use of this site signifies that you agree to our terms
of service (updated: 08/01/2001).

Associated Press content is Copyrighted by The Associated Press.
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Thursday, 03/03/05

Former dog breeder ordered to stay animal-free

By MITCHELL KLINE
Staff Writer

F,RANKVLIAN — Convicted animal abuser Jennifer Siliski was released
from the Williamson County jail yesterday after a judge ruled her 16-day
stay there fulfilled the sentence he imposed after her trial. -

Judge R.E. Lee Davies said he was "tired of this case" and that he is
"pulling for her to behave herself." On Feb. 15, Davies revoked the bail
Siliski, 47, had posted while pursuing an appeal of her conviction after
witnesses testified that she violated his order to never breed animals
again.

Yesterday, Davies told Siliski he would release her from jail and .
reinstate her bail under the condition that she is not allowed to have any
animals in her home. Siliski said that wouldn't be a problem. She claims
the five remaining dogs the judge allowed her to keep were stolen last
month when she and her family went to breakfast on a Sunday morning.
Siliski said she did not file a police report because she did not feel she
would be taken seriously. .

Found guilty on 11 counts of animal cruelty in August 2004, Siliski was
sentenced to 10 days in jail, a year of supervised probation and 50
hours of community service followed by eight years of unsupervised
probation. She was accused of keeping more than 230 dogs and cats in
unsanitary conditions at her Franklin home.

Assistant Attorney General Preston Shipp told Davies that the 16-day jail
stay should not be considered part of the criminal sentence, but it was
punishment for violating the terms of her bail.

"It doesn't have anything to do with her sentence,” Shipp said. "She
blatantly disregarded this court's authority. In jail is the only place she's
going to be where she is not violating this court's order."

Davies said he felt Siliski fulfilled the 10-day jail sentence, but he was
unsure whether she could continue to the next phase of her sentence —
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probation — because she is appealing her conviction. Davies said he
would reinstate her bail. Siliski's attorney, John Herbison, told Davies
that he could hold her in contempt of court if she violated the new terms
of her bail. -

Braden Boucek, assistant district attorney, said he was disappointed
with Davies' ruling but respected the decision.

"We will have probation officers out to her house with regularity to
ensure she's not (breeding animals) again," Boucek said. "It was
definitely a good ruling that she not have any animals. She's shown that
if you give her an inch she'll take a mile." '

Minutes after being released from ‘jail yesterday morning, Siliski told
reporters she was glad to be out and looked forward to being reunited
with her children. She said she will abide by Davies' order.

© Copyright 2005 The Tennessean

A Gannett Co, Inc. newspaper Use of this site signifies that you agree to our terms
of service (updated: 08/01/2001).

Associated Press content is Copyrighted by The Associated Press.
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The Post-Standard

Man accused of animal cruelty

State police charge Hannibal reSIdent with mistreating nearly
two dozen dogs.

Thursday, July 29, 2004

By Delen Goldberg
Staff writer

A Hannibal man accused of running a puppy mill has turned himself
in to state police on 23 counts of animal cruelty.

Jerry Schmidt, of 525 county Route 21, was arrested Tuesday night
at the Fulton state police barracks on charges he mistreated almost
two dozen dogs, troopers said. -

Oswego County Animal Welfare League officers found the animals
alone July 16 in Schmidt's house. The dogs were locked-in cages,
covered in feces and infested with fleas and parasites, said Judy
Spicer, a welfare league volunteer.

Schmidt and his wife, Sherry, were on vacation in Florida when
investigators showed up to their house and seized their pets,
neighbors said. The couple had moved to Hannibal about elght
weeks earlier from Ocala, Fla.

Schmidt turned himself in to troopers after he learned Hannibal Town
Justice Luther Dennison had issued a warrant for his arrest, Spicer
said,-and is free on $1,000 bail. He told state police Tuesday that his
wife was still in Florida, Spicer said.

Sherry Schmidt also is wanted on almost two dozen counts of animal
cruelty.

"And there will be quite a few more charges coming," Spicer said
Wednesday.



64

Spicer said Animal Welfare League volunteers have received more
than a dozen calls in the past two weeks from people across Central
New York complaining about the Schmidts. Investigators say the
couple was breeding and selling their dogs.

"People are calling . . ., saying the Schmidts sold them sick dogs, or
they paid money and never got a dog," Spicer said.

Animal Welfare League investigators seized from the Schmidts'
home one Doberman pinscher, two Japanese Chins, three English
bulldogs, two litters of toy poodies - 3-week- old to 6-week-old
puppies and 6-month-old puppies - and several Great Danes, Spicer
said.

Volunteers have found foster homes for all of the animals.

None of the dogs can be adopted until the Schmidts' sign a release
or a judge orders the dogs removed from the couple's care, Spicer
said.

© 2004 The Post—Sténdard. Used with permiission.

Copyright 2004 syracuse.com. All Rights Reserved.
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Dog's Owner Wants Mill Shut Down

Atwo yéar old great dane named Blade sUffers'from Wobbler's
disease, and his owners say he's the victim of a puppy mill they
want shut down. Blade's disease will kill him at a-young age.

Last weekend police in Hannibal raided what they called a puppy mill,
and they found nearly two dozen dogs living in horrible conditions. The
owner of the mill is Sherry Schmidt, she's nowhere to be found.
Police have issued a warrant for her arrest.

Jeff Disinger of Cicero bought Blade from Schmidt. Just ten months
after the purchase Blade came down with the crippling Wobbler's
disease. Disinger says the money he paid for the dog simply doesn't
matter anymore- he just wants Schmidt put out of business. He says
poor breeding conditions helped cause Blade's iliness.

' Print FREE COUPONS from your computer!
gracery haly  gw online frae st gw free

G WonLoNow
Alf content © Copyright 2000 - 2004 WorldNow-and WSTM, a Raycom Media Station.
All Rights Reserved. For more information on this site, please read our Privacy Policy and Terms of Service.
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Woman brings more allegations against puppy mill owner

Edited by Dave Pieklik
7/13/04 5:09 p.m.

An arrest warrant has been issued for Sherry Schmidt,fcharged with 23 counts of animal
neglect, animal abuse or failure to provide adequate shelter at her puppy mill. .

The owner of one of the dogs seized by animat cruelty investigators wants justice.

Phantom was a Valentine's Day purchase by Lynn Maldonado, of Syracuse. But after noticing
his poor health, especially the way he walked, Maldonado took him to the vet.

"The vet said my option was to either give him back or put him down, and I can’t'put an animal
down. That's not me," she said.

So she tried getting a hold of Schmidt, of Galaxy Danes, to get her money back and return the
dog. N

"1 sent numerous letters, I kept calling her cell pho'ne‘ She gave me a cell phone number, she
gave me a number on top of the contract. I called the numbers over and over and over again,”
said Maldonado.

She tried for a month and a half, but still hasn't received word from Schmidt.

*I contacted the Attorney General's office, cause like I said, he's $800. I paid her $800, I have
" a contract, his health was very poor, he's gonna need numerous surgeries for one,” she said.

In May, Maldonbado says she heard from Schmidt but says she wouldn't refund her money,
instead promising a new puppy if Phantom didn't get better. That was fine by Maldonado, until
she saw the deplorable conditions Phantom had been living in.

"I hope that wﬁerever she is, she gets exactly what she deserves. Every dog has its day and
that dog's gonna have hers,” she said.

Several attempts to contact Schrnidt at three different phone numbers were unsuccessful.
There are listings for her in Cortland County, Florida and in Hannibal,

- The Oswego County Animal Weifare League, who is looking after the remaining puppies, says
the case has left it in desperate need of donations in order for it to take care of the puppies. To
make a donation, you can call 625-4895,

Or you can mail checks to:

Oswego County Animal Welfare League .
P.0O. Box 4
Oswego, NY 13126
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Breeder charged with 95 counts of animal
cruelty

01:23 PM EDT on Friday, September 3, 2004

1 Laura Pope told the Spencer County sheriff she wasn't selling her
{ dogs online, but we found her website, which promises different

[ types of purebred puppies and dogs to anyone with a deposit and
boasts Pope's signature on her American Kennel Club compliance
report last April.

‘What the website doesn't show: pictures of the dogs' living
conditions, which investigators say are terrible.

A half-mile down a gravel road in Mount Eden, about 100 dogs announce any
visitor's arrival.

“I mean, this has been going on for not just a month or two, this has been
going on for years.” Neighbor Roy Wyatt worries about the dogs, mostly
purebred Siberian huskies and malinois. Some are tied with long log chains;
others, locked in small cages.

“Been out in the sun the rain and as far as feeding, she'd just take the food out
and pitch it on the ground to the dogs,” Wyatt says.

“They walk in the mess, they walk in no cover. Some of them have little tarps
over them for shade or to stay out of the weather, but some of them don't have
anything,” describes Sheriff Steve Coulter. “It's just inhumane for animals to
have to live that way.”

After several complaints to the Humane Society, the Spencer County sheriff
served a search warrant on Pope's property Thursday. Not only did they lose
count of the dogs, investigators found nearly 60 chickens and rabbits in a run-
down barn filled with feces.
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“I've never seen this many animals on one piece of property,” Coulter says.

Laura Pope refused to talk to us about her arrest or her 95 charges of second-
degree animal cruelty.

“She is a good person, but I think there's more here than she can control or
handle or take care of, you know,” Coulter says. “She's not a bad person by
any means, I don't think.”

“All we got planned right now is to go ahead and feed and water the animals,
make them comfortable for the night and then we'll start a mass cleanup in the
morning,” says Mike McNutt of the Kentucky Humane Society.

Investigators say despite the cramped and dirty pens, the dogs appear to be
healthy.

“T don't believe she should be able to have any animals at all,” Wyatt says.

The sheriff originally planned to charge Pope for each of the animals on her
property, which would have been about 150 counts. However, Kentucky
animal cruelty statutes don't address rabbits or chickens, so Pope is just
charged with one count for each dog.

She's in the Shelby County jail on a $25,000 cash bond.

Web story produced by Jay Ditzer.

Online at:
hitp://iwww.whas11.com/topstories/stories/WHAS11_TOP_AnimalCruelty.de9212¢
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Accused dog breeder has faced charges of animal  tonetp
cruelty before 7
* Antyone w
Cochran or
USDA cited woman in '89, '92 for animal welfare violations information
two, Is aske
By T.M. Shuitz director of .
Lansing State Journal

DANSVILLE - A woman arraigned last week in Mason District Court on six counts of
animal cruelty twice faced similar charges filed by the U.S. Department of Agriculiure
- once in 1989 and again in 1892, a department spokesman said Thursday.

Karen Cochran was charged with failure to correct non-compliance standards in
1992, Darby Holladay said.

The case was closed in May of that year when Cochran's animal dealer license was
revoked, and she was disqualified from reapplying for a license for four years,
Holladay said.

Reached by phone
Thursday, Cochran said
she recalled going to
court in 1982 on
charges she failed to
provide animals with
adequate housing,
sanitation, supervision,
pest controi and
veterinary care in
violation of the federat
Animai Welfare Act.
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Records also show the
department lodged a
complaint against
Cochran in 1989 for
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failure to maintain
veterinary care of animals and for malnutrition.

Holladay said there is no record of the disposition of that case.

"This goes to show this is business as usual for her," said Jamie McAloon Lampman,
director of Ingham County Animal Control, which investigated the cusrent case.

Cochran, 54, was arraigned last week along with Walter Krause, 62, on six counts of
animal cruelty. The charge is a misdemeanor with a maximum penalty of 93 days in
jail and a $1,000 fine, Ingham County Prosecutor Stuart Dunnings Il said.

Cochran declined to comment on the current case against her saying she had been
advised by her attorney not to. But she did add that since her arraignment became
public, she has received hate mail and death threats.

"You guys are crucifying me," she said. Asked if she had treated her dogs badly,
Cochran declined o comment.

Cochran and Krause were released on personal recognizance bonds on the
conditions they not contact witnesses in the case nor own or possess animals. A
pretrial date has not been set.

A woman who answered the phone at Krause's residence Thursday said he didn't live
there anymore and she didn't know how to reach him. No attorney is listed with the
court for Krause.

Cochran's attorney is listed by the court as Sal Gani of Lansing, who did not return
phone calls seeking comment. '

Dunnings said the abuse - which occurred on property on Swan Road outside
Dansville - was so horrible he wanied to file more serious charges but couldn’t
because the law requires a previous animal cruelty conviction before a person can be
charged with a felony.

Told of the previous Department of Agriculture charges against Cochran, Dunnings
said he would "look into the matter thoroughly” with an eye toward possibly bringing
stronger charges. "if we can, we will,” Dunnings said.

Lampman said the importance of any érevious charges may come during the
sentencing portion of the case, if Cochran is convicted.

The plight of the dogs came to light last month when owners who bought dogs from
Krause and Cochran called and complained about their conditions.

An investigation ensued, and animal control officers seized 33 of the tiny dogs - most
weighing no more than 3 pounds. They were placed in foster care where they must
remain until the case concludes.

The dogs were covered with bugs, infections oozed from their ears and eyes and
their legs fractured easily from brittle bones, Lampman said.

Dunnings said authorities still are trying to locate about 62 dogs that disappeared
from Krause's care in the weeks before the 33 dogs were seized.
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Contact T.M. Shultz at 377-1061 or tshultz@isj.com.

Local news briefs [ From the Lansing State Joumal ]

Couragecus act in 1955 still inspires activists today [ From the Lansing State Joumal }

New children's book traces state's transportation history { From the Lansing State Journal]
Distributors spent nearly $50,000 on campaigns { From the Lansing State Journal ]

Review finds state tour boats in good shape [ From the Lansing State Joumnal}

Senate OKs $18 in business tax cuts [ From the Lansing Stafe Joumal ]

Schools ask Dansville for $17M bond [ From the Lansing State Journal }

Empty bowls, open hearts { From the Lansing State Joumnal ]

Van Houten Produce owner, 46, dies after chasing thief { From the Lansing State Jounal }
Developer to pursue horse park despite Windsor Twp. vote [ From the Lansing State Journal ]

* & & 5 0 0 0 s 00

o G B8R

Customer Service | Subscribe now | Contact Us
Copyright ©2005 LSJ.com All rights reserved. Use of this site indicates your agreement o the Terms of Service and Privacy Policy (Ter
Partners: Jobs: CareerBuilder.com - Cars: cars.com - Ap: [ com - Shopping: Shoplocal.com

Questions about this site? online@lsj.com




72

Experience Main

92 dogs seized at Maine home
Tuesday, April 19, 2005 - Bangor Daily News
Prrdrird
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Email This Amcle ToA Fnend Print This Arficle Go Back

DOVER-FOXCROFT - Animal
welfare officials were scrambiing
Monday to provide care and
medical treatment for 92
emaciated and ill English springer
spaniels seized from a home last
week. Agents from the state animal §
welfare program used a warrant BANGOR DAILY NEWS PHOTO
Friday afternoon to search the BY KEVIN BENNETT Megan
home of Mark Hagelin of Gray Hill Cushing of Brewer assists animal
Road. Ten agents, veterinarians  care technician Sue Bryan (in

cage) as she feeds 15 of the 92
and volunteers helped remove the dogs seized from the Dover-

dogs. - Foxcroft home of Mark Hagelin.
#BBUY THIS PHOTO NOW

Dover-Foxcroft police and Maine
state troopers secured the scene
while volunteers worked more than -

nine hours to catch inventory and transport the dogs to shelters.

As of Monday afternoon, Hagelin had not been charged with any
crime, but Norma Worley, director of the state animal welfare
program, said her complaint will be forwarded to the Ptscataquts
County district attorney by the end of the week

Calls to the Hagelin home on Monday were not returned.
"The conditions were horrendous,” Worley said Monday. She said

"dogs - some acting aggressively - were found throughout the
property: in the kennels, in Hagelin's home and running loose,
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Rochelle Black, adoption manager for the Bangor Humane
Society, said that fecal matter and urine were "everywhere, inside Downeas
and outside the home. The animals had no access to food or Ni
water. Their bodies were basically eating themselves to stay alive.”

Friena

The dogs that were loose were drinking from puddles, and dead Toll-Fr
dogs were found on the property, she said. Statewh
Diat

Black said the amount of waste on the home's floor was so great Intern
that it was seeping through and dripping into the basement. Acce
. i with

"This was a situation that just got out of control and it was beyond HomeTov
his ability to care for this many animals,” she said. Flav
Neighbors on Gray Hill Road said they had been complaining $20/mor

about dogs barking and running loose for at least three years. One
neighbor, who asked for anonymity, said that the dogs had often
run loose in packs of eight or 10 and that people walking in the
area were afraid.

Worley said that the town of Dover-Foxcroft had been aware of the |7 "= ="~
situation and had attempted for some time to work with Hagelin. S——
But the situation just "came to a head" last week, Worley said.

Steven Robinson, director of investigations for the American
Kennel Club, said Monday that Hagelin's AKC breeder's license
had been suspended in December for 10 years because he
refused to make his records and kennel available for inspection
when requested by AKC officials.

At least one of the dogs previously bred by Hagelin had found its
way to the Blaine House in Augusta. Sam, one of a pair of English
springer spaniels, was purchased by first lady Karen Baldacci from
Hagelin, said Lynn Kippax, spokesman for Gov. John Baldacci.
"The first lady responded to a newspaper ad and went and saw the
dog," Kippax said. "That is the extent of the relationship between
them." .

The 92 seized dogs were sent to the Bangor Humane Society and
the Kennebec Valley Humane Society in Augusta since the state
does not have its own shelter, Worley said.

"They are in pretty bad shape,” Jeff Mitchell, director of the Bangor
society, said Monday. The society ended up with about 50 dogs,
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including 44 puppies. "None of them are housebroken - they are
kenneled dogs - and all are infested with parasites. Most are
malnourished, some to the point of muscle atrophy," Mitchell said.
The puppies range in age from 8 weeks to 7 months and include
three mothers with new litters. ’

Mitchell said that Mark Hanks, a Veazie veterinarian, volunteered
his services over the weekend to give each animal a physical
examination. Three employees of a Bangor pet store also helped
to clean each dog. :

Roxanne Brann, director of the Kennebec Valley Humane Society,
said Monday that her staff was assessing the conditions of each of
the 42 dogs at her facility. "They are all thin and dirty, with heavnly
matted fur,” Brann said.

Worley said her staff is reeling from its fourth major animal seizure -
in three months.

"We are exhausted to the breaking point," she said. "We keep
wondering how many more of these hellholes are out there that we
haven't seen.”

Worley said the program, which does not receive any money from
the state's General Fund, but is funded through dog license fees,
is paying $400 a day to care for the animals. "That's why we will
be trying to push a possession hearing in the courts through as
fast as possible," she said. Such a hearing would allow the state to
take possession of the dogs in an action separate from any future
criminal case.

It will be at least two to three weeks before any of the dogs will be
available for adoption, said Mitchell.

Black said, "I'm just glad that today they are all warm and clean
and dry and fed."

Bangornews.com Staff SUBSCRIBE
' TODAY
feedback@bangordailynews.net- %fggmif: N

Other Articles »
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Judge denies man's bid to recover dogs
Friday, June 24, 2005 - Bangor Daily News

2 animals; offspring forfeited to state;
f Hagelin, dad still face animal cruelty
harges :

DOVER-FOXCROFT - A District
Court judge ruled Thursday in favor of
the state regarding the seizure of 92
Outside Dover-Foxcroft  dogs and puppies from the home of
District Court on Thursday, Mark Hagelin and his parents.

Mark Hagelin reads Judge

Kevin Stitham's decision to  judge Kevin Stitham issued his

forfeit Hagelin's 92 dogs to  decision in a seven-page document,

the state. Hagelin and his  whijch denied several motions filed by
mother, Carol (right), were  Hagelin, including that the warrant to
upset over the ruling, which search his home was illegal, that he was
says the dogs, which were  denied due process and that his privacy
seized from their property, was invaded. :

are going to be sold. They : ,
said they are considering an "The court declares that each of the 92
appeal. bangor daily news  spaniel-type dogs and each of the

photo by Gabor Degre resulting offspring are forfeited to the
&BUY THIS PHOTO  gtate of Maine through the state
NOW Department of Agriculture, Animal

Welfare Program, and each are to be
sold," the statement read.

Hagelin, 45, has 21 days to appeal the judge's decision, which was
issued by the court outside of a hearing.

"I don't know if I'll appeal this or not," Hagelin said Thursday outside
the Dover-Foxcroft courthouse with his mother, Carol Hagelin, at his
side. "There were things that were not entered in court that were
entered in [the judge's decision] after the fact."

Hagelin declined to elaborate what any of those things were, saying,
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"They will be foundation for an appeal.”

He and his father, Burton Hagelin Sr., 73, who was not at the
courthouse Thursday, still-face criminal charges of animal cruelty.
The cases are expected to be heard in August.

Stitham's decision culminated a civil matter that played out over five
days, spanning more than a month. The case included Hagelin's
dismissing his attorney, then representing himself.

"I'm pleased [with the judge's dec131on] It's good to get this over
with," Piscataquis County District Attorney R. Christopher A]my said
Thursday by phone.

The dogs and puppies, all Eﬁglish springer spaniels, were seized in
April from the Hagelins' home on Gray Hill Road after authorities
obtained a search warrant.

State Animal Welfare officials testified during the hearings that the
conditions at the home were deplorable and showed a video in
support of that claim. Many of the dogs suffered from various types
of worms and ear mites and were malnourished, the state said.

Hagelin argued during the hearings that the warrant was illegal
because an affidavit of probable cause was not included. Stitham,
however, wrote in his decision that "the warrant is still valid even
without the affidavit being attached," citing a prior case.

"Stitham is as corrupt as the rest of them," Hagelin said Thursday. "I
used to think he was a judge with integrity, but he just proved that he
doesn't have any.

"Somebody wanted the decision to go a certain way, and it got
manipulated that way," he said.

Even before the seizure, the Hagelins were prevented from selling any
of their animals. Mark Hagelin said that it was bad timing the day the
search warrant was issued because he was still in bed and hadn't been
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given the oppoftunity to clean up. He added that the conditions that
day in April were not indicative of his abilities as a kennel operator.

"These people have never tried to work with me. ... You don't work
with someone who comes on to your property and is rude to you.
They deliberately put us in this type of situation,” Hagelin said.

Since the dogs and puppies were seized, 21 new puppies have been
born. The Animal Welfare Program has received several calls from
people wanting to adopt one of the animals, but the state can't release
any until the appeal process is complete. The animals are split among
five different shelters throughout the state.

"We'll be thrilled when we're able to find homes for these dogs,"
Animal Welfare Director Norma Worley said Thursday.

Meanwhile, it's costing the state - and ultimately taxpayers - about
$400 per day to board and feed the dogs.

The total costs are nearing $30,000, according to Worley.

In his decision, Stitham granted Hagelin a lien that alleviates him
from responsibility for the costs that have accrued, but if the matter
continues, that courtesy may not continue for the kennel owner.

"If he appeals, we're entitled to ask the court to require him to post a
substantial cash bond to offset the cost,” Almy said.

Hagelin countered that "[the dogs] belong to us; [the state] stole them.
We should not absorb the financial loss from it." He added that the
state stands to make money off the seizure when the animals are sold.

"We'll recoup the costs, but I'm hardly going to make money on this," .
Worley said.

Bangor Publishing Company
www. bangornews.com/
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Judge increases bail for dog breeder
Friday, September 09, 2005 - Bangor Daily News

DOVER-FOXCROFT - A district court judge on Thursday
increased the bail for a local man, charged with animal cruelty, who
allegedly has violated his bail conditions repeatedly by being too
close to dogs.

Mark Hagelin, 45, pleaded not guilty Thursday to two counts of
violation of conditions of release and to criminal mischief that
occurred between Aug. 31 and Sept. 6. The latter charge was made -
‘after Hagelin allegedly pounded his head into the trunk of a police
cruiser on Aug. 31 causing $239 worth of damage.

Judge Kevin Stitham set the highest of the bail conditions for Hagelin
on Thursday at $5,000 surety or $500 cash and ordered Hagelin to .
have no contact with any dog, including his mother's dog.

"There's no condition of bail that I can see, Judge, that hé's going to
obey," Prosecutor R. Christopher Almy said Thursday in court. -

As he left court, Mark Hagelin sa1d he was hoping his parents would
make the bail.

As of Thursday evening, he hadn't made bail.

Hagelin and his father, Burton Hagelin Sr., were both charged with
cruelty to animals in April after state and local authorities seized 92
English springer spaniels from their Gray Hill Road home and kennel.
Animal welfare officials said the dogs were malnourished and had
little food or water. Wife and mother Carol Hagelin, who also lives in
the home, was not charged.

With the exception of the dog owned by Carol Hagelin, both men
were ordered not to be within 10 feet of any other dog.

Carol Hagelin's dog has since delivered five puppies, which are in the’
Hagelin home. To avoid trouble, Burton Hagelin Sr. has moved out of
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the home and is staying in a motel in the region, but the younger
Hagelin has been living at home with his mother.

"I just want to go home without being arrested,” a subdued Mark
Hagelin said Thursday in court.

Court-appointed attorney Chris Smith of Dover-Foxcroft, who
represented Hagelin for Thursday's court appearance, recommended
that Hagehn be allowed to live in the home and be around the puppies
with supervision, since the issue with the dogs was neglect rather than
intentional harm.

Hagelin has been ordered to get a mental health evaluation but has not
done so yet. He said that the head-banging incident was caused by a
panic attack that he suffered at the time.

"I'm claustrophobic,” he said in court.

Outside the courtroom, Almy said his blggest effort now is to protect -
the dogs at Hagelin's home.

Bangor Publishing Company
www.bangornews.com/
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Thank you Mr. Chairman and members of the Subcommittee for giving the American
Veterinary Medical Association the opportunity to speak in support of the Pet Animal
Welfare Statute, commonly referred to as PAWS.

I am Dr. Henry Childers, President of the AVMA and a companion animal practitioner
from Cranston, Rhode Island.

The American Veterinary Medical Association represents 73,000 American veterinarians
engaged in every aspect of veterinary medical science. Among other things, our members
ensure the health of the nation’s livestock, help preserve endangered species, and protect
human health through control of zoonotic disease. Nearly fifty five percent of us,
however, are companion animal practitioners who commit our expertise and energy on a
daily basis to ensuring the well-being of the nation’s pets. Pets are important members of
58 million U.S. households, and veterinarians are passionate about making sure that
strong bonds are created and maintained between owners and their pets.

Unfortunately, each and every day, veterinarians are confronted with pets that suffer the
ill effects of irresponsible breeding, poor perinatal and pediatric care, and inappropriate
transport over long distances. Animal suffering is compounded by human suffering as
heartache and financial burdens are thrust upon pet owners who have purchased these
unfortunate animals. Not only is the existing owner-pet relationship harmed, but future
relationships are also jeopardized as some owners may hesitate to make another
commitment.

Large-scale puppy and kitten dealers who escape regulation under the current Animal
Welfare Act are a significant source of these problems. Overbreeding, inbreeding,
minimal veterinary care, poor quality food and shelter, overcrowding, poor socialization
practices, and poor approaches to transport are the hallmarks of these operations. These
operations escape regulation because they sell directly to the public, either from their
facilities or via the Internet, and are therefore classified as “retail pet stores.” “Retail pet
stores” are not required to be licensed under the Animal Welfare Act.

Hip dysplasia in Labrador Retrievers, spinal cord problems in German Shepherds,
blindness in Collies, and heart problems in Maine Coon cats are but a few of the genetic
conditions that result from overbreeding and inbreeding. Overcrowding, poor sanitation,
lack of veterinary care, and the stress of prolonged transport encourage exposure to and
the spread of otherwise preventable gastrointestinal and respiratory diseases that can
easily take the lives of the puppies and kittens born in these facilities.

Unfortunately, by the time veterinarians see these sick animals, its family has usually
formed a strong bond with their pet. Their joy and excitement over having a wonderful
companion in their lives soon turns into a difficult choice between returning a pet to its
source, surrendering the pet to a local shelter, or accepting the emotional and financial
burdens of health problems that may or may not be treatable and can potentially last a
pet’s lifetime.
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As veterinarians, we see the shortened life expectancies and the days, months, or years of
impaired function or discomfort that the affected pets must endure. We see the emotional
pain inflicted upon families as they suffer along with their pets. Sometimes, when our
most valiant efforts cannot fix the problem, or at least ensure a reasonably good quality of
life for the pet, or when families can no longer manage the financial or emotional burdens
associated with their pets’ care, these same families may be forced to make yet another
difficult decision—euthanasia.

The burdens created by individuals who irresponsibly breed and import and who escape
regulation are not limited to those affecting the pet and its family. When owners can no
longer care for their pets and cannot bear the idea of euthanasia, they often surrender their
pets to animal shelters. Whether those shelters are publicly supported or privately funded,
the cost of caring for these animals is now borne by the community.

The high-volume breeders and importers that this statute will affect have profit as their
only goal. Neither morals, nor ethics guide the misery they breed. To date, through an
unintentional oversight, they have been exempt from the law. The American Veterinary
Medical Association believes this must be corrected. Congress has the power to do that.

Veterinarians work hard to educate prospective owners about obtaining puppies and
kittens from reputable sources. It is incredibly frustrating when our efforts are
undermined by disreputable breeders and importers. Amending the Animal Welfare Act
with the PAWS will provide the Department of Agriculture with the tools it needs to
bring those high-volume breeders and importers who are currently escaping regulation
under a mandate that requires a viable health plan for their animals. This means these
breeders and importers will have to work more closely with veterinarians to improve
husbandry practices and breed healthier animals. It also means these breeders and
importers will be held accountable when their efforts do not meet standards.

We understand that regulation without complementary education usually fails. Therefore,
the leadership, members, and staff of the American Veterinary Medical Association stand
ready to help ensure the success of this legislation.

The AVMA has a strong professional and public education presence. Veterinarians are
provided with up-to-date and scientifically rigorous information about animal health,
care, and welfare. Veterinarians assimilate that information and pass it along to their
clients on a daily basis. Those clients include breeders, pet owners, and an increasing
number of prospective pet owners who are seeking the advice of a veterinarian before
obtaining a pet. Veterinarians often participate in pet-friendly community events and this
provides another opportunity to deliver related information to an even broader audience.
In addition, the AVMA makes educational materials on the importance of careful
breeding, appropriate pet selection, and responsible pet ownership and care directly
available to both breeders and the public.

Ensuring animal welfare is at the heart of what we, as veterinarians, do. Ensuring the
welfare of the American public is at the heart of what you do. Together, we can help



83

ensure that America’s pet owners and pets are afforded the protection they deserve. The
PAWS is an important step in the right direction.

Despite its support for the PAWS, the AVMA acknowledges that this piece of legislation

is not perfect. There are some unanswered questions and some unintended consequences

of its current language that should be addressed. These include:

¢ Ambiguities in the definition of “retail pet store” and “dealer”

¢ The effect of the PAWS on hobby and show breeders

¢ The effect of the PAWS on rescue organizations and shelters

¢ Source record requirements for pet stores that would otherwise not fall under USDA’s
jurisdiction.

“Retail pet store” is not explicitly defined in the current Animal Welfare Act. As
previously mentioned, to date, almost anyone who sells at retail has been considered to be
a “retail pet store” by the USDA and, thereby, has been exempted. “Retail pet store” is
redefined by the PAWS as “a public retail establishment that sells animals commonly
kept as pets in households in the United States, including (a) dogs; (b) cats; (¢) guinea
pigs; (d) rabbits; and (e) hamsters.” Exclusions are listed as “(a) a person breeding
animals to sell to the public as pets; (b) a person selling hunting, security, or breeding
dogs; or (c) a person selling wild animals.”

An expected effect of the new definition and associated exclusions is that more pet stores
will be required to be licensed. Why? First, because it is not clear whether the species
listed under the proposed redefinition of “retail pet store” (i.e., dogs, cats, guinea pigs,
rabbits, and hamsters) are all inclusive. Warm-blooded animals besides those species
listed, such as sugar gliders, gerbils, and fancy mice, are often kept as pets. If the
definition is interpreted as being all-inclusive, then pet stores selling other species will be
required to be regulated under the revised Act. Second, some pet stores will have
inadvertently bred certain species (e.g., hamsters) as a result of their being housed in
groups. Third, “wild animal” is not defined. Although most small mammals, reptiles, and
amphibians sold by retail pet stores have been through several generations of
domestication, identifying when an animal moves from being “wild” to being
“domesticated” is extremely difficult. This means that pet stores selling such animals
might find it difficult to determine whether they are or are not required to be licensed
under a revised Act.

Even if a pet store limits its sales to dogs, it is possible it may be subject to regulation
under the exclusion of “selling hunting, security, or breeding dogs.” The AVMA is not
confident a retailer could easily confirm for what purpose a dog is being sold, thercfore
retailers would not be able to determine whether they do or do not meet the definition of
“retail pet store” and, thereby, are or are not subject to regulation. In the current Animal
Welfare Act, language addressing the sale of hunting, security, or breeding dogs
primarily applies to dealers whose business revolves around that purpose and who are
already required to be licensed (i.e., wholesalers).
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Members of the Subcommittee should also be aware that the revised definition of “retail
pet store” will expand coverage to some hobby and show breeders of dogs and cats. It
does this by specifically excluding individuals who breed animals to sell to the public as
pets from the definition of “retail pet store.” To date, most hobby and show breeders have
been exempted from regulation because they sell directly to the public at retail; i.e.,
USDA-APHIS-Animal Care has chosen to consider them as retail pet stores. Under the
PAWS, however, whether hobby and show breeders are required to be licensed depends
on whether they meet the new definition of “dealer.”

Under the current Animal Welfare Act, a “dealer” is defined as “any person who, in
commerce, for compensation or profit, delivers for transportation, or transports, except as
a carrier, buys, or sells, or negotiates the purchase or sale of, (1) any dog or other animal
whether alive or dead for research, teaching, exhibition, or use as a pet, or (2) any dog for
hunting, security, or breeding purposes, except that this term does not include (i) a retail
pet store except such store which sells any animals to a research facility, an exhibitor, or
a dealer; or (ii) any person who does not sell, or negotiate the purchase or sale of any
wild animal, dog, or cat, and who derives no more than $500 gross income from the sale
of other animals during any calendar year.” The PAWS modifies the definition of
“dealer” to include anyone selling dogs imported from outside the United States
(including retail pet stores) and exclude those who (a) sell 25 or fewer dogs or cats per
year, or (b) do not whelp more than 6 litters of dogs or cats per year and sell only dogs or
cats bred or raised on their own premises directly at retail to persons who purchase those
animals for their own use and enjoyment, and (¢} derive not more than $500 gross income
from the sale of other animals. “Or” appears to be subject to interpretation, but it has been
opined that dog and cat breeders may meet either criterion (a) or (b) and be considered
exempt.

The AKC has advised the AVMA that the revised definition of “dealer” will affect less
than 4% of breeders in their registry, including some who are already required to be
licensed. The impact, therefore, of the PAWS on hobby/show breeders is expected to be
minimal. The exception, however, might be co-ownership situations. In the past, USDA-
APHIS-Animal Care has regulated the person on whose premises the puppies are raised
and sold; however, concern has been expressed about how co-ownership will be handled
in the context of a definition that identifies “dealer” on the basis of the number of animals
sold or whelped (i.e., what is the impact of the phrase “and sell only dogs or cats bred or
raised on their own premises”?). The AVMA agrees this is a question that should be
addressed before the PAWS is passed.

Rescue organizations and shelters, like hobby and show breeders, have benefited from the
USDA’s interpretation of “retail pet store.” It is not clear to the AVMA whether rescue
organizations and shelters might meet the definition of “dealer’” under the PAWS?
“Dealer” refers to a person who, “for compensation or profit,” “negotiates the purchase or
sale of any dog or other animal whether alive or dead for research, teaching, exhibition,
or use as a pet.” Many rescue organizations and shelters derive a significant portion of
their funding from adoption charges; i.e., they transfer animals and are compensated for
it. Furthermore, “commerce” is currently defined under the AWA as “trade, traffic,
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transportation, or other commerce (1) between a place in a State and any place outside of
such State, or between points within the same State but through any place outside thereof,
or within any territory, possession, or the District of Columbia; (2) which affects trade,
traffic, transportation, or other commerce described in paragraph (1).” It has been opined
that “commerce” may include rescue organizations and shelters since animals transferred
in rescue/shelter transactions comprise a significant portion of the total market for
animals. Some AVMA members have suggested that perhaps it was intended that rescue
and shelter animals be covered, because some rescue organizations and shelters have
been alleged to be involved in some of the activities precipitating the PAWS (i.e., imports
and internet sales and transfers). Nevertheless, it seems prudent to consider the impact of
the PAWS on this group of individuals and organizations involved in the pet trade during
your deliberations.

PAWS would further require that dealers and retail pet stores maintain and allow access
to source records for dogs and cats. Those source records would have to include (1) the
name and address of the person from whom each dog or cat was purchased or otherwise
acquired and (2) whether the person from whom the dog or cat was acquired was required
to be licensed or registered under the Act. We believe that requirement (1) is reasonable
for individuals who met the definition of a “dealer,” and thereby are subject to the Act,
but question the appropriateness of the requirement for “retail pet stores,” since they
would be excluded from USDA’s jurisdiction. We believe that meeting requirement (2)
would require a regulatory interpretation by the “dealer” or “retail pet store.” This is not
appropriate.

Finally, the AVMA suggests that a requirement for permanent animal identification be
considered for inclusion in the source records provision.

To summarize our concerns, the AVMA does not believe the intent of the PAWS is
increased regulation of retail pet stores, hobby and show breeders, or rescue organizations
and animal shelters. Therefore, these unintended consequences of the PAWS should be
rectified prior to passing it. We are particularly concerned that increasing, without good
reason, the number of facilities required to be licensed under the AW A will place
additional inspection burdens on USDA-APHIS-Animal Care that will dilute their ability
to regulate the problematic dealers that have actually created the need for the PAWS.

Despite these questions and concerns, AVMA remains steadfastly convinced that much
needed enforcement tools are present within the PAWS. We emphasize that it is our
intent to support this legislation and look forward to working with members of Congress
to rectify language that may complicate its enforcement and dilute its impact. Thank you
for the opportunity to appear before you today and speak on behalf of this important
proposal.
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Mr. Chairman and members of the Subcommittee, my name is Deborah A.
Howard and I am President of the Companion Animal Protection Society (“CAPS")
based in Fort Collins, Colorado. Founded in 1992, CAPS is the only nationa}
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Mr. Chairman, CAPS supports enactment of S. 1139, the “Pet Animal
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and we are grateful for your long standing support and leadership in the Congress
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sponsor, Senator Durbin, and we are pleased that a companion bill, H.R. 2669, has
been introduced in the House of Representatives by Congressman Gerlach and co-
sponsored by Congressman Farr.

More specifically, CAPS agrees that use of the internet and other mass
marketing mechanisms has resulted in a tragic increase in the numbers of sick
puppies being offered for sale at retail by puppy mill breeders and their allied
dealers. We also have first hand experience in the investigation of dealers who are
importing foreign-bred puppies for direct retail sales. Sadly, many of these
imported puppies have significant health problems. Mr. Chairman, far too many
average American families pay bundreds of dollars for purebred puppies, and wind
up paying thousands of dollars more on veterinary billsA shortly after welcoming
these animals into their homes. In many cases medical treatment is too late,

CAPS is pleased, therefore, that section 3 of PAWS requires all dealers and
retail pet stores to prepare and retain “source records” for the puppies they obtain.
Requiring such records and making them available to the Secretary of Agriculture
should assist the Secretary’s Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service (*APHIS”)
in identifying puppy mill breeders who are in violation of the standards of care
required by the Animal Welfare Act (the “AWA"),

CAPS also endorses section 4 of PAWS, extending the time period during
which the Secretary can suspend the license of a puppy mill dealer when an

animal’s health is in imminent danger.
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Finally, CAPS supports section 5 of PAWS which authorizes the Secretary to
have direct access to an appropriate United States district court for the purpose of
obtaining temporary or permanent injunctive relief against puppy mill breeders
who are violating the AWA or operating without a license. Under present law
overworked United States attorneys pay little attention to even the most egregious
violators of the AWA.

Mr. Chairman, having expressed our suppert for enactment of PAWS and our
gratitude for your leadership role on animal welfare issues, we would be remiss,
however, if we did not tell you that, based on our years of investigative experience,
CAPS has concluded that the Secretary’s implementation of the AWA has been
grievously insufficient — fulfilling neither the letter nor the intent of the law.

CAPS believes strongly that the time has come to fix these problems once and
for all, and we urge the Congress, under your leadership, to take whatever action is
necessary to achieve this goal, including enactment of PAWS and other remedial
legislation as well as oversight of the Secretary’s and APHIS's sctivities.

Frankly, CAPS questions whether the Secretary and APHIS are even
institutionally capable of adequately implementing the puppy mill protection
provisions of the AWA. Thus, we urge that the Subcommittee conduet prompt and
vigorous oversight of the Secretary’s Animal Care program with the following
questions in mind:

. Does APHIS have sufficient funding and personnel to carry out its
statutory mission?
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The Society for Animal Protective Legislation, a division of the Animal Welfare Institute (AW1),
supports S. 1139, the Pet Animal Welfare Statute, as introduced. We greatly appreciate the
strong interest of Senator Santorum and Senator Durbin in alleviating the suffering of dogs and
cats sold in the commercial pet trade. In addition, we are pleased with the support of their
colleagues, Senators Specter, Feinstein, Dole, DeWine, Allard, Bingaman and Bayh. The
legislation will address a gaping loophole in the Animal Welfare Act, one that an ever-increasing
number of cormmercial breeders selling companion animals are slipping through.

As the organization that worked toward passage of the initial Animal Welfare Act (originally
titled the Laboratory Animal Welfare Act) in 1966 and subsequent amendments to the Act in
1970, 1976, 1985 and 1990, we recognize the need for S. 1139. Current methods employed by
commercial breeders permit circumvention of the law; since breeders selling wholesale are
covered, but not those selling retail, classified advertisements and use of the internet are the sales
mechanisms of choice. All commercial breeders should be covered under the law.,

The abuses endured by kittens and puppies and the breeding stock of adult cats and dogs are the
same, irrespective of the means by which the animals are marketed. These include failure to
provide fresh food and water, failure to provide needed veterinary care, failure to properly clean
feces-contaminated enclosures, and failure to provide cages of sufficient room. Herewith is an
article from the AWI Quarterly, “Cats Seized from a Pet Trade Cattery” (Summer 2004, Volume
53, Number 3), an example of the problems that can go unchecked due to a lack of federal
oversight.

Oversight and Enforcement Must Be Conducted by the US Department of Agriculture,

The USDA has nearly half a century of experience in enforcing the minimum requirements of
the Animal Welfare Act. The Department’s highly trained field force of inspectors is located all
across the country. These individuals are suited to the task of enforcing S. 1139. The Animal
Dealers: Evidence of Abuse of Animals in the Commercial Trade, 1952-1997, published by the
Animal Welfare Institute, contains vast numbers of citations directly from the reports of USDA
inspectors highlighting the problems present at dealer premises and the capability of USDA in
documenting the apparent violations of law for prosecution by the Office of the General Counsel.
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It has been suggested that other bodies might supplement—or supplant-—the USDA inspection
and oversight regime, and this would be wholly unacceptable. Turning over any responsibility
for inspection or oversight of the Animal Welfare Act to third parties would result in disastrous
consequences. The program would lose its transparency as key documents, in fact all
documents, regarding inspection and enforcement activities would no longer be available to the
public. Further, documentation from third party inspection and oversight reveals the failure of
these outside bodies to do the rigorous job done by USDA inspectors.

Enforcement of the Horse Protection Act is conducted by horse industry organizations (HIOs)
approved by USDA. Sometimes the HIO inspectors are accompanied by USDA inspectors.
There is a huge disparity, documented over a 21-year period, between the numbers of violations
cited when HIO inspectors are on their own versus the violations cited when the industry
inspectors have USDA inspectors present to oversee their activities. For details on this disparity,
please see USDA’s Horse Protection Act Enforcement Report:
http:/fwww .aphis.usda.gov/ac/HP2000.pdf. Note especially pages 11 and 14 and the fact that the
disparity was greatest during the most recent year for which figures are available, FY 2000 (the
quality of inspections has not increased over time).

An AWI book, Beyond the Laboratory Door, contains charts that document the abysmal failure
of research laboratories to comply with the Animal Welfare Act--even though they were fully
accredited by the American Association for Accreditation of Laboratory Animal Care (now
renamed the Association for Assessment and Accreditation of Laboratory Animal Care
International). The book reveals that 33 of the 58 institutions identified for their failure to
comply with the Animal Welfare Act because of “serious deficiencies and chronic deficiencies”
were accredited in full or in part. Accredited research laboratories have repeatedly failed to meet
the minimum requirements of the Animal Welfare Act even though AAALAC has higher written
standards than USDA. Thankfully, this accreditation has not been allowed to replace
enforcement by USDA.

USDA Will Be Able to Address the Increased Workload.

We acknowledge that there are an enotmous numbers of breeders who are not currently licensed
by USDA, but who will be should the legislation be adopted. Inspecting these additional dealers
will take time. All newly covered dealers should be required to submit paperwork to USDA
requesting licensure under the Animal Welfare Act. As soon as possible and as time permits,
USDA inspectors can begin making their routine unannounced inspections to these facilities.
This will have a deterrent effect since commercial breeders will not know when 2 USDA
inspector might arrive to conduct a compliance inspection. In addition, USDA will be able to
respond immediately to any complaints made by the public. The ability to file grievances with
USDA (a system already in use with current licensees and registrants) provides an immediate
remedy for both the animals and concerned members of the community.

Ideally, the Threshold Used to Distinguish Commercial Breeders from Hobby Breeders Should
Be Decreased.

In the interest of moving this legislation forward, we support the threshold in S. 1139.
However, we have concerns that the existing threshold is both too complicated and too high. A
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single entity must be recognized as owning and selling animals rather than permitting a system
which attempts to include some form of dual ownership or partnership. Dual ownership
promises to create an enforcement nightmare for USDA. Based on existing state thresholds for
the sale of dogs and cats, we prefer that any individual who sells 25 or more dogs and cats ina
year be recognized as 2 commercial operation and covered under the federal law.

Thank you for your consideration.
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Cats Seized from a Pet Trade Cattery

¢\ cting on a tip,
// \\authorities dis-
/1 \\covered and
se1zed sixty Maine Coon
cats kept under appalling
conditions in a house in
Harrison, New York. The
animals were beiny tred
so their kittens could
be sold for as much as
$1,100 each for the pet
trade. Most of the cais
had been confined sever-
al to a cage. Many were
thin and suffered from
upper respiratory infec-
tions, urinary tract infec-
tions, ear infections, diar-
rhea, parasites and ring
worm. An additional sign of neglect
was massive mats down to the skin in
the cats’ fur. The building reeked, and
there were urine stains and feces all
over the carpet.

The business, in existence for
several years, was operated by Ruth
Sonneville under the name Char-
lemaine Maine Coon Cattery, and the
offspring were being advertised for
sale over the internet. The company’s
web site described how Sonneville had
previously bred German shepherds
and Great Danes, but had switched
to Maine Coon cats after moving to

73
WG

sell their animals based
on internet photographs
and ship them directly to
their new homes.

™

These young cats suffering from upper respiratory
infection were slated to be breeders. The place was
filthy; even the wali behind them is urine-stained.

a smaller building; shortly after the
bust, the web site was removed from
the internet. Apparently internet sales
of both cats and dogs are increasing
dramatically.

In this case, a potential buyer
called authorities after seeing over-
crowding and smelling an overwheim-
ing stench. Frequently, commercial
breeders don’t want to see
the squalid conditions or the tragic
state of the breeding animals so they
either conduct ¢ with p ial
buyers at locations that are separate
from the breeding facility—or they

Unfortunately, the
U.S. Department of
Agriculture docs not
require commercial
breeders such as this
who are selling animals
retail to be licensed
and regulated under the
federal Animal Welfare
Act. The local District
Attorney’s Office has
decided not to prosecute
Ms. Sonneville though
she will likely face fines
from the Health and
Building Departments.

The Society for the Prevention of
Cruelty to Animals (SPCA) of West-
chester, the group that conducted the
seizure, has provided veterinary care
for the cats and is seeking financial
support for their care and adoptive
homes for the animals. Mimi Einstein,
SPCA President noted, “Obviously,
Ms. Sonneville was not equipped to
handle this number of animals. Every
single cat there wound up suffering in
some regard because of neglect. The
conditions on the premises were com-
pletely out of hand.” &
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Written Statement of John E. Hoffman
Dog Fancier and Lawyer

To the

Subcommittee on Research, Nutrition and General Legislation
Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry

November 8, 2005

Thank you for the opportunity to present information relating to abuses
occurring in the commercial importing of puppies from low cost countries,
primarily in eastern Europe and South America.

BACKGROUND

First, let me introduce myself. I have been practicing law {major
business litigation) in California since 1972. 1 have owned Miniature
Schnauzers since 1964. | am an occasional breeder and exhibitor at dog
shows, but the primary reason I own dogs is the same as the reason most
people own dogs: they are man’s best friend.

I have been interested and active in canine health issues and rescue for a
number of years. In October 2004, I was asked by the French Bulldog Rescue
Network (“FBRN”) to help Ms. Willa Bagwell, the Humane Officer for Lake
Elsinore, California, deal with the Slacks, a couple who were importing Bulldog
and French Bulldog puppies from eastern Europe and selling them through
newspaper ads and over the Internet. Ms. Bagwell and FBRN had received
several complaints from buyers who had bought puppies from the Slacks,
whose puppies had become seriously ill within a day or two of purchase.
Several buyers had incurred veterinary bills of more than $1,000 in the first
week after buying their puppies. Many of those puppies had died despite
strenuous efforts to save them.

Ms. Bagwell told me that she had contacted the Riverside County District
Attorney’s office and the Lake Elsinore City Attorney’s office, and that she had
written letters to the California Veterinary Board and the Internal Revenue
Service about the Slacks, but had received no assistance in dealing with them.
Ms. Bagwell had also written to the office of Congressman Darryl Issa. Ms.
Bagwell reported that Congressman Issa’s staff was sympathetic and tried to
help, but had been unable to provide any tangible assistance.
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During the next few months, I spent more than 500 hours reviewing files,
interviewing witnesses and preparing statements for them to sign, writing to
governmental authorities and speaking with them by telephone, and writing to
newspapers and Internet web sites on which the Slacks were advertising,
asking that the newspapers and Internet web sites stop running the Slacks’
ads because the Slacks were providing buyers with sick puppies. Ms. Bagwell
undoubtedly spent even more time on the matter than I did.

Ms. Bagwell and I succeeded in putting the Slacks out of business in
May 2005, but only as a result of two lucky and unusual breaks: First, in
December 2004, the Slacks’ former bookkeeper (a) provided Ms. Bagwell with
extensive computer records concerning the Slacks’ puppy business and their
financial affairs, (b} allowed me to interview her, and (c) provided us with a
detailed sworn statement concerning the Slacks’ business and business
practices. Second, in January 2005, the Slacks foolishly filed for bankruptcy
in an effort to escape about $12,000 in small claims judgments that buyers
had obtained against them. Following up on information provided by the
Slacks’ former bookkeeper, I was able to demonstrate to the Trustee that the
Slacks had undisclosed assets. The Slacks then converted their bankruptcy
petition to a petition for reorganization under Ch. 13 of the Bankruptcy Code. 1
was able to persuade the Ch. 13 Trustee to include a provision in the
reorganization plan for the Slacks that prohibited them from buying, selling
and kenneling dogs until the end of their five-year payout plan, because they
had represented that they lost money on their puppy importing business and
should not be allowed to gamble with money due their creditors. Had those two
lucky breaks not occurred, the Slacks would still be in business, still cheating
buyers, despite the strenuous efforts of Ms. Bagwell and myself.

LARGE NUMBERS OF PUPPIES ARE BEING COMMERCIALLY IMPORTED

Shortly after I began assisting with the Slacks, I started to look at the
Internet to see what I could learn about the scope of importing of young
puppies from low cost countries for retail resale. I found that the sale over the
Internet of both domestically-bred puppies and imported puppies has become a
big business - and probably considerably outstrips sales of puppies through
pet shops. Many substandard breeding kennels and importers have their own
web sites. Many advertise as well or instead, on one or more of the many
websites that carry classified ads by commercial puppy sellers. Those websites
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include www.terrificpets.com, www.nextdaypets.com, www.puppvfind.com,
www.dogbreedinfo.com, and many others.

I was unable to obtain reliable statistics on the numbers of puppies
being commercially imported each year, but the numbers are clearly large and
growing rapidly.! The schedules provided by the Slacks’ former bookkeeper
indicate that they alone imported more than 300 puppies during the one year
period from June 2003 through May 2004, for total gross sales of more than
$440,000 for the one year period. (See schedules attached at Tab 1.) Last
year, when I searched using Google, I was able to find more than 20 persons
advertising imported Bulldogs and French Bulldogs over the Internet. A few
samples of current ads are attached at Tabs 2 through 14. The ads at Tabs 2
through 7, 10, 11, and 14, illustrate sellers who openly advertise imported
puppies for sale in violation of federal law on quarantine of imported puppies
(discussed below). The sellers whose ads appear at Tabs 10 and 11 represent
sellers who openly advertise imported puppies for sale at less than 8 weeks of
age, though puppies may not be transported when younger than 8 weeks. {9
CFR §8 2, et seq.) The sellers whose ads appear at Tabs 8 and 9 represent
another class of deceptive sellers. Both of those importers, who are located in
California, fail to disclose in their websites that they are selling imported
puppies. My knowledge that they do sell imports comes from complaints to
FBRN by buyers who have purchased from them. Europuppy, Tab 4,
deceptively states that it is located in Budapest, Hungary, but provides no
address, telephone number or contact information other than an email form on
the website. However, 1 discovered from its classified ads on other websites
that it is operated by someone in Massachusetts.

It is impossible to know how many others with Internet websites or
internet ads sell puppies without disclosing that they are imported from
eastern Europe. Additionally, I learned there are many commercial puppy
importers who sell through newspaper ads rather than through the Internet,
and that others are selling through pet shops. I have no information
concerning the numbers of such sellers or the volumes they sell.

! I use the phrase “commercially imported” to refer to puppies imported for prompt resale,

as contrasted to (a) pets that are brought back to the U.S. by persons who acquired them while
residing abroad, (b} dogs who are imported by persons who intend to keep the dogs (which
category includes most of the animals imported to improve the breed or to diversify gene pools
within a breed), and (c} dogs that are imported for training as guard dogs before resale
{primarily German Shepherds and similar breeds).
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Many of the commercial puppy importers who sell over the internet
advertise 10+ puppies available at any given time. (Big Bulldogs, Tab 8, shows
24 puppies available for sale as of October 18, 2005!) Thus, I estimate that the
numbers of Bulldogs and French Bulldogs being imported and sold over the
Internet is at least 5,000 per year.

Additional puppies are sold by commercial puppy importers who do not
advertise over the Internet (that is, who sell through newspaper ads and/or
sales to pet shops). Furthermore significant numbers of puppies of other
breeds are imported as well. Taking into account a recent estimate by the CDC
office at Los Angeles International Airport that the volume of commercially
puppies there is about 600 puppies per month, I estimate that at least 10,000
puppies are being imported into the U.S. each year by commercial puppy
importers.2 At this time, most of the commercially imported Bulldog and
French Bulldog puppies seem to come from low-cost European countries
formerly in the Soviet bloc, most prominently Russia, Ukraine, Hungary,
Poland, Latvia, and Lithuania. However, I have received email solicitations to
purchase puppies from someone in Argentina who was offering about two
dozen breeds of puppies for sale. I have also been told by a supervisory airport
inspector of the CDC (Centers for Disease Control) that South America is
exporting large numbers of puppies to the United States.

Upon the arrival of puppies from a foreign country at a port of entry, the
Centers for Disease Control issues a Form CDC 75.37 which lists the number,
age, type and description of the puppies in the shipment, the flight number,
the point of origin, and the name and address of the importer. The form
provides the importer with notice of the confinement regulations - regulations
which are almost universally ignored as discussed below. A fairly exact
computation of the number of commercially imported puppies in any given year
could be compiled from CDC 75.37 forms for the period in question that show

2 The number of commercially imported puppies appears to be higher for Bulldogs and

French Bulldogs than for most other breeds, no doubt because those breeds are characterized
by relatively high puppy prices and relatively high need for veterinary care in the breeding
process, but the number of commercially imported puppies for all breeds other than Bulldogs

and French Bulldogs would almost certainly greatly exceed the number of imports for just
those two breeds.
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shipments of 4 or more puppies.3 A sample of Form CDC 75.37 is attached at
Tab 15.

ABUSES IN THE COMMERCIAL PUPPY IMPORT TRADE

Many of the abuses that are occurring in the sale of commercially
imported puppies are identical to those found in domestic substandard
breeding kennels. They are the same abuses that led to the passage of the
Animal Welfare Act in 1970. That is not surprising. Many of the commercial
puppy importers operated domestic substandard breeding kennels and have
turned to imports only because it is an easier and less expensive method of
procuring puppies. (See, e.g., Puppy Love, Tab 14, which claims to have been
breeding Bulldogs for 15 years.) Furthermore, some of them both breed
puppies domestically and import puppies from abroad for resale. (See, e.g., ads
at Tabs 11, 13 and 14.) Some even warn that others selling imported puppies
over the Internet are “puppy mills.” (See, e.g., Top Gun ad at Tab 12.}

Commercially imported puppies suffer even more than do puppies bred
and raised in abusive substandard breeding kennels in the U.S. First, the
puppies are subjected to significant stress in being shipped from abroad. The
fragmentary information we have obtained from responsible breeders in some
of the countries of origin (see, for example, the emails attached at Tab 16)*
indicates that the export brokers buy their puppies from producers in the
countryside, ship the puppies by rail or truck to international airports in the
capital city, and then ship the puppies by air to the U.S. The importer then
transports them by car or truck to the importer’s place of business. That
means that the puppies often spend 3-4 days in transit, under stressful
conditions, and in close proximity to each other where disease can spread
among them like wildfire. We are further advised that the required pre-
departure veterinary checks are often avoided through payment of bribes.

} Commercially imported puppies are normally shipped in groups of at least four in order

to reduce shipping costs. Shipments of three or less are more likely to be animals imported for
reasons other than commercial resale.

4 There are, of course, excellent breeders of quality puppies in all of the countries from which the
commercially exported puppies come. Like good domestic breeders, however, the good foreign breeders do not sell
their puppies through brokers and do not sell whole litters of puppies at a time. Their exports, if any, to the U.S. are
of single animals at a time, to buyers who are purchasing the dogs for their own household.
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We know for a fact that many of the puppies the Slacks received were
sick, dying, and covered with urine and feces upon arrival. During 2003-2004,
the Slacks bought their puppies from an export broker in Moscow named
Marina Kanevsky, who sent them puppies from the Ukraine and from Russia.
We know some of the other importers also purchased from Ms. Kanevsky. The
puppies they received were almost certainly no different than the ones the
Slacks received. We know less about the puppies that come from other export
brokers, but there is no reason to believe that the conditions of those puppies
were much different. (See, for example, at Tab 17, the samples of complaints
FBRN has received from buyers who bought puppies from importers other than
the Slacks.) One reason that there are comparatively fewer complaints about
some of the importers than about others appears to be that some apparently
hold the puppies for 10 days before sale, whereas the Slacks often had buyers
waiting at their home while they drove the puppies home from the airport.
Holding the puppies for 10 days does not lessen the carnage in puppies - it
simply means that the puppies die before rather than after sale.

A second problem with commercially imported puppies is the ease of
falsifying foreign registration documents, and the greater difficulty a buyer has
in discerning that he has been furnished with phony papers. The pedigrees the
Slacks furnished to their buyers were purportedly issued by the Polish Kennel
Club, though most of their puppies came from the Ukraine and the rest came
from Russia. The CDC forms that Ms. Bagwell received as the local Humane
Officer indicate that none of the Slacks’ shipments during 2003-2004 came
from Poland. In early 2005, the Slacks sent purported Polish registrations to a
large number of buyers to whom they had sold puppies during 2004 The
papers appeared to have been altered. Those papers were accompanied by
AKC registration applications that the Slacks had filled out to falsely show the
puppy buyers as the initial US importers. In December 2004, I had sent the
AKC copies of the records we had obtained from the Slacks’ former bookkeeper.
Thus alerted, the AKC forwarded the purported Polish registrations to the
Polish Kennel Club for information as to the validity of the papers. It turned
out that the foreign registration papers were not merely altered, they were
completely fraudulent. The Polish Kennel Club had no record of the dogs
shown on the export pedigrees it had purportedly issued. Indeed, it had no
record even of the purported breeders. Those papers were furnished to the
Slacks by Ms. Kanevsky. It is probable that she furnished similarly fraudulent
papers to her other U.S. importer customers.
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[ also learned that fraudulent foreign pedigrees were being furnished to
buyers of imported puppies at pet shops in New York. As part of my Internet
investigation, I discovered web pages of the Companion Animal Protection
Society (“CAPS”), which was investigating such abuses. [ spoke to Deborah
Howard, the President of CAPS. She told me that, after receiving complaints
from buyers from some pet shops in New York, her organization had
investigated and found that the purported registrations for puppies imported
from Hungary came from a registry set up specifically to provide papers for
commercial puppy export brokers. She said that her organization had
contacted the owners of champion dogs from other countries that appeared on
the pedigrees, and that her organization had ascertained that some of the
purported matings had never taken place.

EXISTING STATE REGULATION OF COMMERCIAL IMPORTERS IS INEFFECTIVE

Some of the anti-PAWS articles argue that PAWS is unnecessary because
any abuses can be solved by better enforcement of existing federal, state and
local laws and ordinances. Unfortunately, however, state and local
enforcement against the importers and others who sell puppies over the
Internet is ineffective — for exactly the same reasons the Animal Welfare Act
became necessary in 1970.

State and local funding for animal welfare is virtually non-existent
outside of large cities such as Los Angeles. Thus, in most localities around the
country, animal control and animal welfare is delegated to private
organizations such as SPCAs and Animal Friends of the Valley, the
organization in Lake Elsinore by which Ms. Bagwell is employed. Seizure of
animals for neglect or cruelty results in large costs for such organizations,
many of which can barely maintain their normal operations. This is
particularly so if seized animals must be held indefinitely pending resolution of
a criminal proceeding against the owner.

Even if the local humane organization is willing to take action, it can do
s0 only if the local or state prosecuting authority is willing to bring criminal
charges or a forfeiture action. Humane organizations often have great difficulty
in persuading local and state prosecutorial offices to take such action because
those offices are busy with theft, assault, murder and drug cases. They
generally regard animal offenses as low priority. Furthermore, outside of large
cities which may have a deputy prosecutor assigned to animal matters,
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prosecutors are rarely familiar with animal protection laws. Prosecution of
animal cases therefore requires an additional expenditure of time to learn the
relevant statutes and ordinances by prosecutors who may never have
prosecuted such cases before. Prosecutors are particularly reluctant to devote
the needed resources to prosecuting animal welfare cases where most of the
victims are outside of the jurisdiction, as is commonly the case with sellers,
including commercial puppy importers, who sell over the Internet.

Because of the foregoing factors, neither Ms. Bagwell nor I were able to
persuade the Riverside County District Attorney’s office or the Lake Elsinore
City Attorney’s office to take action against the Slacks. During the course of
providing free legal advice to rescue groups around the country over the years,
I have learned that such reluctance of local authorities to devote prosecutorial
resources to abusive puppy sellers is the general rule, particularly where most
of the sales are to buyers who live outside the jurisdiction.

PRESENT FEDERAL REGULATION OF COMMERCIAL IMPORTERS IS INEFFECTIVE

The Animal Welfare Act covers breeders but not importers. Indeed, one
of the primary purposes of PAWS is to bring large scale importers under the

same regulation that presently applies to commercial breeders who sell at
wholesale.

There are federal laws that apply to imported puppies. Those, however,
do not directly regulate the care and treatment of the imported puppies after
arrival, or the sale of the puppies with fraudulent pedigrees and registration
papers. Furthermore, those laws are not being enforced.

CDC regulations concerning importation of dogs, 42 CFR § 71.51, require
prior rabies vaccination or confinement until 30 days after vaccination. With
respect to puppies, § 71.51(c)(2) provides in pertinent part that:

(2) Regardless of the provisions of paragraph (c)(1) of this
section, the Director may authorize admission as follows:

{ii) If the dog is less than 3 months of age, it may be
admitted, but must be confined until vaccinated against rabies at 3

months of age and for at least 30 days after the date of
vaccination.
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Thus, the minimum age at which an imported puppy may be sold is 4
months (5 months in some States, including California). The CDC allows the
importer to confine the imported animals at his own premises. The CDC itself
does nothing to ensure that importers comply with the confinement obligation.
{The CDC has told me it has no funds for enforcement.] The CDC sends a copy
of the Form CDC 75.37 (see Tab 15}, which is completed for each arriving
shipment of puppies, to an agency designated by each State. That State
agency is responsible for forwarding the copy to the local Humane Officer. In
California, the State agency sends the copy to the County Health Department,
which then in turn forwards the copy to the local Humane Officer. Ms. Bagwell
advised me that she normally received the Forms CDC 75.37 for the Slacks’
shipments about a month after the shipments arrived and that the puppies
were normally sold by then. Even if there were prompter transmission of the
copies to the local Humane Officers, they are not motivated to enforce the
CDC’s confinement regulations absent complaints from buyers. Even if the
Humane Officers tried to enforce the confinement regulations, they are unlikely
to get cooperation in that regard from City Attorneys and District Attorneys,
who rarely take action to enforce even their own animal laws and ordinances,
let alone federal regulations.

CDC representatives told me that the practice of home confinement was
developed when most dogs were being imported by persons who were keeping
the dogs and that it worked well in such circumstances. The practice is not
working well now that the business of commercial puppy importing has
developed, because commercial puppy importers are highly motivated to sell
the puppies as soon as possible after arrival. Furthermore, the complete lack
of enforcement is so well known to, and relied upon by, commercial puppy
importers that they feel free to openly advertise for sale 7 and 8-week old
imported puppies. (See Tabs 2 through 7, 10, 11, and 14.)

Realistic enforcement of 42 CFR § 71.51 (such as by requiring
confinement at third party facilities licensed by the CDC for imports of four or
more puppies in a single shipment) would effectively end the abuses of the
commercial puppy import business because the cost of keeping an imported
puppy until it is at least four months of age before sale would remove the cost
advantage of importing over breeding in the U.S., particularly since puppies
older than four months of age typically bring lower prices than younger
puppies. (See, for example, the statement on Bulldog Alley’s website (Tab 6)
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that “Many of the pups below have been reduced in price to make room for our
new litters” and the apparent reduction in price of about $200 per puppy for
the 10 week old puppies.)

USDA regulations prohibit carriers from accepting animals for transport
without a health certificate signed by a licensed veterinarian (9 CFR § 2.78) and
from transporting puppies younger than 8 weeks {9 CFR § 2.130). It appears
that both regulations are routinely flouted by commercial puppy exporters
abroad. That health certificates are being forged is evidenced by the large
incidence of illness and death among puppies within a day or two of arrival in
the U.8. and by anecdotal reports from responsible breeders abroad that forged
signatures are commonplace in eastern European countries ~ which is
corroborated by the fact that the pedigrees from those countries are frequently
forged. That puppies are being shipped at younger than 8 weeks of age is
evidenced by the ads at Tabs 10 and 11 and by reports of buyers of imported
puppies that their veterinarians have told them on their first visit after buying
their puppy that the puppy was younger than 8 weeks old. Furthermore, there
is a strong economic incentive to both exporter and importer to ship puppies as
young as possible. For the seller, selling younger puppies brings in the profits
earlier, reduces expenses of care, and avoids the risk of loss as soon as
shipment is made. For the buyer, as noted above, younger puppies bring
higher prices and a longer “shelf life.”

CONCLUSION

Enactment of PAWS, combined with realistic enforcement, including
prompt and effective response to complaints by consumers and humane
officers is sorely needed to combat the evils of the commercial puppy import
trade. Those evils include {(a) a high death rate of young puppies during and
shortly after transport to the United States, and (b) defrauding of buyers and
causing them needless heartache and expense when a newly purchased puppy
requires expensive treatment to save its life, and often dies even with such
treatment, or when a fairly young pet develops serious genetic problems

requiring the buyer to choose between very expensive ongoing treatment or
euthanasia.

Many opposing PAWS have posited that, if it passes, the USDA would
unnecessarily harass quality breeders whose sales are just above the
regulatory limits, prohibit their keeping dogs in their homes, and other silly
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hypotheses spread around the Internet rumor mill. Others are likely opposing
PAWS because they do not report sales and do not pay sales tax on the sales or
income tax on the profits from those sales.

I have heard no sensible, legitimate arguments against the passage of
PAWS. On the other hand, abuses among unregulated sellers of puppies,
including both domestic puppymills and importers, is real, widespread and
serious, resulting in substantial harm to the puppies, to the buyers, and to
shelters and rescue organizations, such as the FBRN, who are asked to take
unhealthy dogs for whom the owners cannot or will not pay for expensive
ongoing veterinary care.

Very truly yours,

John E. Hoffman

JEH:tms
Attachments
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SEANTE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION AND FORESTRY

November 8, 2005

M. Chairman and bers of the commi we app the opportunity to
offer you our views. The Pet Industry Joint Advisory Council (PIJAC) is the largest
pet trade association in the world, and represents every segment of the pet industry,
including manufacturers, importers/exporters, commercial breeders, wholesalers,
distributors and retailers. PHJAC works fo ensure that members of the commercial
trade observe high standards in the care of pet animals. We have been involved with
the Animal Welfare Act (AWA) since it was amended to regulate pet dealers, and
have testified on proposed amendments to the Act in the intervening three decades.
Equally as significant, PIJAC has worked tirelessly with APHIS to maximize
effective administration of the AWA. We believe proper enforcement of Animal
Welfare Act standards brings about mutual benefit for the pet industry, the pet
owning public and the animals themselves. We have witnessed first-hand these
benefits over the years since adoption of the AWA, and are intent on taking
whatever efforts we may to perpetuate the good work of USDA.

Congress has historically recognized the need for a functional regulatory framework
that targets those persons in the pet trade escaping public and regulatory oversight.
From its inception, the AWA has explicitly exempted retailers that are subject to
broad public exposure and are frequently regulated at the state and local
governmental level. PIJAC joins with you, Mr. Chairman, in acknowledging that
the rationale for exempting pet stores from the Act is as valid today as it has always
been. In fact, as this subcommittee considers bringing under the Act potentially
thousands of additional licensees that will vie for APHIS regulatory and inspection
resources, it is important that we do not overburden the agency with a mandate for
persons that aren’t in need of federal regulation.

Advocates of PAWS point to large scale breeding operations which retail puppies,
and Internet sales of dogs, as recent trends escaping oversight and therefore
necessitating expansion of the Act. The legislation would accomplish regulation of
these individuals. Unfortunately, as originally drafted, the bill would also bring
about unintended consequences that have the effect of capturing under the Act the
very pet stores that are intended to be subject to the AWA’s explicit pet store
exemption. And other provisions would go so far as to mandate federal licensure of
persons who sell even a single pet animal.
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We would respectfully urge this subcommittee to address these provisions of the bill which work to defeat
the intent of the AWA and would undermine enforcement efforts that are critical to success of the Animal
Welfare Act.

PAWS’ amendment to the “Dealer” definition in Section 2 of the bill deletes the longstanding de minimis
exemption for non-commercial breeders (i.e. the $500 exemption that applies to all animals other than
dogs, cats and wild animals) such that every person selling even a single pet animal other than a dog or cat
would be required to obtain a USDA license. PIJAC feels certain that the Congress does not wish to
subject a ten-year old child to federal licensure for selling a couple baby hamsters. Further, we all know
that a dollar just does not buy what it did in 1970. This de minimis exemption, established 30 years ago
and never amended, should remain in the Act with a revision of the dollar amount to represent inflation
over that time span.

One significant objective of this legislation is to ensure regulation of those who import dogs for resale in
the United States. However, by regulating retailers selling imported dogs, this provision of the bill would
not distinguish between those who import and sell dogs themselves (for example, persons importing dogs
and selling them directly over the Internet) and bona fide pet stores who buy puppies from a Class B
licensed dealer who may obtain dogs from domestic breeders as well as importing them from abroad. In
such a case, the person importing the animals should be required to obtain licensure, not the pet store that
doesn’t even know the dogs were imported.

The new definition for a “Retail Pet Store” found in PAWS is meant to ensure regulation of persons not
viewed as traditional pet stores and, to that end, includes certain exclusions. Unfortunately, these
exclusions as originally crafted have the effect of affecting the very businesses to which the retail pet store
definition is meant to apply. For example, the provision excluding animals bred for sale to the public is
intended to capture those who breed and sale dogs and cats directly to the public, not pet stores who
happen to carry hamsters, gerbils, guinea pigs, rabbits, mice, rats or other small animals that are not
deliberately bred by the pet store.

The exclusion for hunting, breeding and security dogs is meant to ensure regulation of persons who sell
animals that could be used for any of these purposes, as well being kept merely for purposes of
companionship. But it would have the effect of regulating pet stores selling pet animals simply because
these dogs could also be used as hunting, breeding or security dogs. In other words, this exclusion would
turn the hunting, breeding and security dog clause on its head, accomplishing the opposite of what it was
intended to accomplish.

Finally, the “Retail Pet Store” exclusion for wild animals moves language from elsewhere in the act into a
definition in which it does not belong. Because the term “wild animal” is defined to include any species
that lives in the wild, many common, domesticated household pets could fail within the definition. Again,
the exclusion would have the anomalous result of extending licensure to the very pet stores that are
specifically intended for exemption under the definition.

This brings us to the provision mandating keeping of source records by pet dealers and pet stores selling
dogs and cats. The language would actually require the keeping of information that pet stores and pet
dealers have no authority to obtain in the first place. A far more effective provision would require the
keeping of USDA license numbers by pet stores and pet dealers of those from whom they buy dogs and
cats. This would permit USDA to specifically target unlicensed dealers that are required by law to be
licensed.
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Two additional enforcement provisions that PITAC believes will substantially aid APHIS in achieving the
ends of the AWA are found in Sections 4 and 5 of PAWS. The temporary suspension period extension
clause will give USDA the authority to intervene if a licensee fails to ameliorate conditions that threaten
the health of animals. While USDA’s existing authority to temporarily suspend licenses is sufficient in
most cases, this section ensures the agency’s authority in less common, but more urgent, cases.

Of even greater import is the provision creating authority to enjoin unlicensed dealers who are ignoring
their obligation to meet legal standards under the AWA. Currently these people are outside of USDA’s
reach. The injunctive authority under PAWS would add a powerful enforcement tool to permit the agency
to go after people who are often the most egregious violators of the Animal Welfare Act.

PIJAC endorses these provisions unchanged, and feel that they would go far in facilitating USDA’s
effective enforcement of the Act.

We appreciate, Mr. Chairman, your willingness to consider the pet industry’s concemns about adverse and
unintended consequences of PAWS, as well as your consideration of amendments to the bill that would
address these concems. As noted, there are important provisions of this bill which would advance the
welfare of pet animals, and we are hopeful that other provisions we feel are counter to those interests may
be remedied. We again thank this subcommittee for providing us the opportunity to voice our views on the
legislation and would be pleased to respond to any questions you may have.
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Testimony of Mr. Ronald Menaker
Chairman, Board of Directors
The American Kennel Club
to the

Subcommittee on Research, Nutrition and General Legislation
Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry

November 8, 2005

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

I am the Chairman of the Board of the American Kennel Club. The AKC is the
largest and only significant not-for-profit dog registry and sanctioning body for
competitive dog events in the US. We register nearly 1 million purebred dogs and over
400,000 litters of purebred puppies every year. Almost 17,000 competitive dog events

are held nationally each year under AKC rules, attracting more than 2.5 million entries.

I cite these statistics to emphasize the importance of the sport of purebred dogs.
Selling puppies is a business for some, but for many Americans who breed and raise
purebred dogs, it is a hobby, a family sport, and a labor of love. The AKC was founded

in this spirit 121 years ago, and this passion is still alive today.

The AKC, however, provides registration services to all dog breeders, large or
small, who meet our standards, including mandatory inspections of high volume breeders,
dog identification and recordkeeping, care and condition standards for dogs and kennels,
and DNA testing to check parentage of litters. This year we are on target to conduct

approximately 5000 kennel inspections.
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The AKC encourages puppy buyers to buy from responsible resources. We
believe the vast majority of high volume breeders, as well as smaller breeding
establishments, do a conscientious job of breeding and raising quality puppies, and care

passionately about their animals.

However, we also know from our first hand experience in the field, that in spite of
our efforts, and the efforts of the USDA, there are still significant problems that need to

be addressed for the sake of both the dogs and the pet buying public.

Some of these are deficiencies in the Animal Welfare Act. Some result from
changes in the marketplace and marketing techniques for dogs that have occurred in the
30 years since the Act was extended to dog dealers. That is why we are pleased that you
have focused your attention, and the attention of Congress, on the need to strengthen the

Act. We are pleased to be working with you in that effort.

As you know, we did not support your previous legislation intended to address the
problems of so-called puppy mills, because we felt that federal regulation of practices for
breeding and socialization of puppies was the wrong approach. However, PAWS takes a
different approach. It gives the USDA access to source records of persons who acquire
dogs for resale, provides a realistic limitation on license suspensions for violators, and

gives the USDA effective authority to close down egregious violators. These are
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essential tools for the USDA to effectively enforce the Act. We do not expect the USDA
to have to use these tools often. But the fact that the USDA has these tools, will create an

incentive for persons to obtain licenses and quickly correct violations.

We also know from the AKC’s own experience that the time has come to bring
under regulation high volume breeders and brokers who sell at retail or who import
puppies in volume for resale. However, it is also essential that we maintain the sport and
hobby of purebred dog breeding and exhibiting as it is today, an activity regulated by our
own rigorous compliance requirements. PAWS should focus the federal government’s
regulatory resources on realistic targets and goals. We appreciate the dealer provisions of
PAWS, as you have clarified them. We especially appreciate the addition of the provision
that will exempt retailers based on kennel inspection standards of not-for-profit
organizations certified by the Secretary of Agriculture. This will focus enforcement on
the high volume retail breeders and importers whom it is appropriate to regulate without

imposing federal regulation on hobby and show breeders.

Mr. Chairman, we thank you for your hard work and leadership on this important
issue. We thank you for your flexibility and openness to new approaches. We look
forward to continuing to work with you to develop and secure passage of legislation that

will be good for our beloved dogs.
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Senate Committee on Appropriations Subcommittee on
Research, Nutrition and General Legislation
Testimony of Wayne Pacelle, Chief Executive Officer
The Humane Society of the United States
November 8, 2005

Thank you Mr, Chairman, and the other members of the Subcommittee on Research, Nutrition,
and General Legislation, for inviting me to present testimony on S. 1139, the Pet Animal Welfare
Statute (PAWS) of 2005. My name is Wayne Pacelle, President and Chief Executive Officer of
The Humane Society of the United States (HSUS), and I appear on behalf of its 9.4 million
members and constituents. I commend Chairman Santorum and Senator Richard Durbin for their
leadership on animal protection issues over the years, and specifically applaud their effort to
address problems with commerce in dogs for the pet trade. The HSUS strongly supports the
PAWS legislation and urges the subcommittee to report it favorably and expeditiously.

The issue of inhumane treatment of animals kept and bred for sale to the public has long been a
concern to The HSUS and other animal welfare organizations. We have conducted
investigations and provided support for local communities, prosecutors, law enforcement, and
the U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) in order to prevent or remedy the inhumane
treatment of dogs and cats in large-scale dog and cat breeding operations. Documented problems
at major breeding operations include a lack of veterinary treatment, poor quality and unsafe
housing, insufficient protection from the elements, excessive breeding, and a lack of basic
sanitation.

Under the USDA’s interpretation of existing federal law, only those breeding operations selling
puppies or kittens at wholesale are licensed and inspected. Licensing and inspection not only
provides a safeguard for animals to help prevent inhumane treatment, but it also empowers the
USDA to take action when animals must be removed from abusive situations. Another critical
function of the inspection process is that it provides citizens with basic information regarding
cruelty or inhumane treatment at some facilities and patterns of neglect or abuse.

However, under current law, this coverage and protection is denied to the tens of thousands of
dogs and cats kept at breeding operations that sell directly to the public. Historically, “retail”
operations, those who sell directly to the public with no broker, have been deemed exempt as
“pet stores” by the USDA. Ostensibly, the pet store exemption is based on the fact that pet stores
aren’t breeding animals, so they needn’t be regulated to ensure humane breeding conditions.
Moreover, Congress may have felt that pet stores are open to the public and their conditions are
readily apparent to consumers, allowing for informed decision-making as consumers would
notice the effects of chronic abuse and neglect.

Unfortunately, with the advent of the Internet, including its use for commercial purposes, large-
scale breeders have taken advantage of this pet store exemption, shifting to a retail-based
business using the Internet to sell puppies and kittens and sidestep any federal oversight. Asa
result, we have witnessed a growing trend in cruelty cases involving breeders who sell their
animals over the Internet. Essentially, we have a group of people who are required to play by
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federal standards when selling animals wholesale, and a growing group of people who play by
their own set of rules because of a massive loophole in the law and the regulatory process.

A small sample of these cases reveals a disturbing pattern of neglect and abuse directly traceable
to the retail pet store exemption:

o 1In 1997, 260 dogs were discovered without food or water at the home of an Internet
breeder in Newport, Wash.

* In 2000, a Lyles, Tenn. investigation uncovered 164 dogs kept with no food or water and
in squalid conditions at the home of a retail dealer exempt under the pet store provision.

¢ In Shelby, Mont., a 2002 raid by local officials resulted in the seizure of 171 dogs and 10
cats from an Internet dealer when they were discovered living in four inches of feces,
emaciated, dehydrated, and suffering from severe ear infections, intestinal parasites, and
malnutrition.

s In 2003, another 250 dogs were discovered in knee-deep feces and crammed together in
rabbit hutches at the home of an Internet dog dealer in Union County, N.C.

o In 2004, investigations revealed a retail Internet dealer in Berry, Ky., where 108 dogs
were literally covered in feces, had frozen water bowls, and one dog was discovered
frozen solid.

s In a 2004 Macomb, Mo. case involving an Internet dealer, 147 live dogs and four dead
dogs, all with severely matted fur, were found in dilapidated wire cages, covered in feces,
many with eye ailments, hair loss, deafness, blindness, and tumors.

* Just last week, on October 28, 151 dachshunds and springer spaniels and one cat were
found, many described as “skin and bones” at the home of a retail dealer in Vero Beach,
FL

None of these operations was subject to the regulatory authority of the USDA under the Animal
Welfare Act because these facilities sold their dogs and cats directly to the public, evading
coverage through the “retail pet store” exemption. This list will continue to grow until we take
action to close this loophole in the Animal Welfare Act. We are deeply disturbed by this new
kind of dog breeder ~ those who breed large numbers of animals and sell them over the Internet.

In most states, there are no laws requiring licensing or inspection of these breeding businesses.
Those states that do have laws vary in their coverage and oversight. It is nearly impossible for
states to plug the loophole in federal law, given the use of interstate commerce instrumentalities
by these businesses. Animals are bred in one state, sold over the Intemet, and shipped by air to
the pet purchaser several states away. This interstate commerce also makes it nearly impossible
for breeders to be held accountable if a puppy becomes ill or dies. Without any inspecting
agency to report problems to, these animals and the families who purchase them are left
completely unprotected.

The existence of this loophole is a crisis for consumers, as well as for the animals unfortunate
enough to be commercially sold through a breeder using the Internet. The HSUS has seen, over
the last several years, a substantial increase in the number of cases reported to us from puppy
buyers who have purchased a dog over the Interet only to have their puppy become ill or die
within weeks of purchase. We receive hundreds of calls from consumers annually, and have
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been able to document the harm this growing, unregulated business has inflicted on consumers,
as well as the animals. Young children who form a close bond with their puppies experience
their own form of grief when these animals become sick and die. Some puppies, raised in intense
confinement and isolation, are unable to adapt to life in their new home because they have not
been properly socialized. Consumers cannot see the first stirrings of disease and behavioral
problems in animals purchased over the Internet and only discover these problems after they
have lived with a puppy for weeks or months.

Their tragedy is compounded when they feel forced to surrender the animals to a shelter or to
euthanize their new pet. Because the breeding business may be located several states away,
consumers are often unable to recoup any financial losses for the exorbitant veterinary bills and
other expenses related to puppy mill puppies. Local communities bear the brunt of this loophole
for Internet breeders when many of these animals are ultimately seized by or surrendered to
chronically underfunded municipal shelters or animal control operations. For consumers who
are concerned for the welfare of the other dogs and puppies at the breeding business site, based
on the condition of their puppy upon arrival, there is often no agency to which they can report
their concerns. While The HSUS works to educate puppy buyers about ways to locate reputable
breeders who properly care for the dogs they keep and the puppies they raise, there needs to be a
government agency available to enforce standards for humane care and handling for all major
breeders.

Some other aspects of the bill address a growing frustration that the enforcement of the AWA
has been hampered by cumbersome procedures and limited resources. One great concern has
been the growing number of breeders overseas who see the United States as a lucrative market
for dogs, and who can mass produce the animals with no humane regulations or oversight. The
public source records section of the bill will allow the USDA to determine the origin of dogs and
cats coming into the United States and trace their pathway, allowing for better control of disease
and inhumane treatment. Sections expanding the temporary suspension and giving the USDA
the ability to enjoin breeding operations will enhance the USDA's enforcement capability, as
well as focus on serious violations.

The urgency of this legislation is evidenced by the broad range of support for the PAWS bill.
‘While it may not be surprising that every major animal welfare organization in the United States
supports this bill, it is important to note that a broad diversity of organizations including the
American Kennel Club and the American Veterinary Medical Association support the legislation
as well. Clearly, the lack of oversight of large breeding facilities simply because they sell their
puppies directly to the ultimate pet owner and not to a pet store or other middleman is a problem
that needs immediate action. This represents a glaring inconsistency in the law.

The PAWS legislation is the product of input from a variety of groups with a broad range of
interests in the welfare of dogs, including animal welfare, veterinary, and breed enthusiast clubs.
T'must note that dog fighters have been among those working most diligently and persistently
against the bill, as demonstrated by the traffic on several of their websites. Dogfighters
masquerade as legitimate breeders, but are themselves involved in the vicious and despicable
business of selling animals for fighting ventures.
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Oftentimes, dogs seized in cruelty cases are taken in by local rescue organizations and shelters.
The rescue and shelter community is the lone safety net that exists for animals discarded in our
society. The individuals working for these organizations are utterly selfless and they should be
recognized for the vital role they play in saving animals’ lives and enhancing the quality of life
in communities across the nation.

Some have falsely suggested that these organizations would need to become USDA-licensed and
inspected dealers under the language of the PAWS bill. Rescue and shelter operations do not
operate for commercial purposes and are therefore exempt from all coverage. PAWS is carefully
drawn to only cover those entities that are large-scale, commercial breeding operations. We
believe that the passage of PAWS will help alleviate the burden on these small, struggling
organizations by limiting the flow of abused or discarded animals they are compelled to rescue
and shelter.

The PAWS bill does not restrict breeding in any way. It merely levels the playing field among
al] large-scale breeding businesses. In order to be covered, a person would have to breed and sell
more than 6 litters of puppies or kittens a year at retail. Depending on the breed, that might
mean an individual could sell more than 60 puppies in a given year and still not be required to
obtain a USDA license. While some would argue that this is too liberal a threshold, we feel that
this trigger -- the same one utilized by the American Kennel Club for their high-volume breeder
program -- is an important step in assuring that large-scale commercial breeders are brought
under coverage.

It simply does not make common sense to exempt large breeding businesses because they are
employing new and unforeseen technology to evade oversight. PAWS will provide tremendous
benefits to consumers, to animal shelters and rescue groups, to the breeding community as a
whole, and to the thousands of animals produced annually at commercial breeding facilities.

T want to thank the Subcommittee for inviting me to discuss this serious problem and express our
gratitude to Chairman Santorum for his leadership on this legislation.

Humane Society of the United States
2100 L Street NW
‘Washington, D.C. 20037
202-955-3663
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SINGAPORE
B5-6428-2400
FAX: 6B-6428-2500

Jonathan R. Lovvorn

Vice President, Animal Protection Litigation
The Humane Society of the United States
2100 L Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20037

Dear Mr. Lovvorn:

At your request, ] have reviewed Senate Bill Number 1139 (the Pet Animal
Welfare Statute of 2005) which, if enacted, will amend the Animal Welfare Act (the
“AWA"), and have concluded that concerns regarding the Bill’s possible reach with
respect to rescue and shelter operators are unfounded. Nothing in the language or
purpose of the Bill suggests that the proposed changes to the Act are directed to rescue
and shelter operators, or that rescue and shelter operators will inadvertently become
subject to United States Department of Agriculture (“USDA”™) licensure and inspection
requirements.

Senate Bill 1139 is aimed specifically at eliminating the portion of the “retail pet
store” exemption that currently allows high-volume home breeding operations to qualify
as “retail pet stores” and thus evade USDA licensure. In order to effect this change,
Senate Bill 1139 would amend the AWA as follows:

{f) The term "dealer” means any person who, in commerce, for compensation or
profit, delivers for transportation, or transports, except as a carrier, buys, or sells,
or negotiates the purchase or sale of, (1) any dog or other animal whether alive or
dead for research, teaching, exhibition, or use as a pet, er{2)-any-dog-for-hunting;
acurity-orbroeding purposes; pt-that-this-term-dees-petinchide— (2) any
dog for hunting, security, or breeding purposes, or (3) any dog imported from
ourside the United Stutes. unless the dog is imported by the person for the use
and enjovment of the person, except that this term does not include--;
(i) a retail pet store except such store which sells any animals to a research
facility, an exhibitor, or a dealer, or which sells any dogs imported from outside
the United States; or
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(if} any person who, during any calendar year—
(Titaa) sells not more than 25 dogs or cats ai wholesale or to the public;
or
(bh) does not whelp more than 6 litters of dogs or cats and sells only dogs
or cats bred or raised on the premises of the person directly at retail to
persons who purchase such animals for their own use and enjoyment and
not for resale; and
(/1) derives not more than 3500 gross income from the sale of other
animals,

Senate Bill 1139 also adds a definition of the term “retail pet store” to the AWA.
The term was previously undefined in the AWA, and courts and other interpreters of the
AWA have focused on regulations promulgated by the USDA that interpret the term.
The defined term is as follows:

(n) Retail Pet Store-
(1) IN GENERAL- The term “retail pet store” means a public retail
establishment that sells animals commonly kept as pets in households in
the United States, including—
(A) dogs;
(B) cats;
(C) guinea pigs;
(D) rabbits; and
(E) hamsters.
(2) EXCLUSION- The term “retail pet store” does not include-—
(A) a person breeding animals to sell to the public as pets;
(B) a person selling hunting, security, or breeding dogs; or
(C) a person selling wild animals.

Thus, the critical features of Senate Bill 1139 are to amend the AWA to include a
definition of “‘retail pet store” within the statute and to exclude from the definition “a
person breeding animals to sell to the public as pets ...” The net result of the measure is
that high-volume breeders are no longer exempt from USDA regulation as “retail pet
stores.” However, breeders can still be exempt under the proposed bill if they either (1)
“sell[] not more than 25 dogs or cats” a year, or (2) “do[] not whelp more than 6 litters of
dogs or cats” a year and, in either case, do not derive more than $500 gross income. The
first of these two exemptions also applies to persons who sell a de-minimus amount of
animals wholesale or to the public. There is no language in the proposed amendment
directed towards rescue or shelter operators.
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Any concern that Senate Bill 1139 will somehow inadvertently impact rescue and
shelter operations is misplaced. At the outset, it is unlikely that rescue and shelter
operators would be deemed to “sell” animals, even if they receive adoption fees or other
payments. The USDA has separately defined a pound or shelter to mean a “facility that
accepts and/or seizes animal for the purpose of caring for them, placing them through
adoption, or carrying out law enforcement, ...” 9 C.F.R. §1.1. Rescue or shelter
operators are, obviously, involved in an entirely different mission than “dealers” who sell
animals solely for compensation or profit.

Still, in the event that someone aitempted to argue that a rescue or shelter operator
fell within the specific definition of “dealer,” under the current and proposed statute (as
well as court interpretations of the same and underlying regulations), rescue and shelter
operators fall squarely within the definition of a “retail pet store” and, as a result, would
be specifically exempt from the AWA’s USDA licensure requirements. As long as
rescue and shelter organizations carry out their traditional activities and do not engage in
high-volume breeding, or other behavior regulated by the AWA, they will be considered
“retail pet stores” under the amended AWA. This conclusion is based on a plain reading
of the proposed statute, as well as court and regulatory interpretations of this provision in
the context of the overall statutory scheme.

“Retail pet store” is defined in Senate Bill 1139 as a “public retail establishment
that sells animals commonly kept as pets in households in the United States.” At the
outset, the plain meanings of the words “public,” “retail,” and “establishment,”
encompass shelter and rescue operations. “Public” means “of, relating to, or affecting the
people as an organized community; of or relating to business or community interests as
opposed to private affairs.” WEBSTER’S THIRD NEW INTERNATIONAL DICTIONARY 1836
(2002). “Retail” means “to sell in small quantities . . . to sell directly to the ultimate
consumer.” Id. at 1938. “Establishment” is defined as “a more or less fixed and usu.
sizable place of business or residence together with all the things that are an essential part
of it.” Id. at 778; it should be noted that this definition of “establishment” was utilized by
the United States Courts of Appeals for the District of Columbia in the context of
interpreting the term “retail pet store.” Doris Day Animal League v. Veneman, 315 F.3d
297 (D.C. Cir. 2003). Of particular interest is the fact that the Court, in examining the
phrase “retail pet store,” defined “store” to be a “business establishment,” whereas the
proposed language in Senate Bill 1139 defines “retail pet store” without the “business”
limitation, strongly implying that not-for-profits are included in the definition.
Consequently, rescue and shelter operations clearly meet the “public retail establishment”
definition; they are “public” because they affect the community, they are “retail” because
they “sell directly” to the consumer, and they are “establishments” because they are more
or less a fixed place “of business or residence.”

In fact, in the event that a rescue or shelter operator was determined to “sell”
animals, there is no discernable legal difference in the context of the AWA between a
public or private shelter that is providing pets to the public for an adoption fee, and a pet
store that sells cats or dogs directly to consumers; if a shelter and pet store are located
next to cach other on the street and each distribute pets to the public for fees, they would
engage in the same activity for the purpose of the AWA. Of course, if a shelter provides
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pets to the public free of charge, such shelter would not be providing animals for
“compensation or profit” and would not fall within the reach of the definition of “dealer”
found in the AWA. :

This analysis remains the same even if the pet adoptions occur with respect to a
rescue or shelter operator that conducts its activities out of a residence or other locations
used on a regular basis. As noted above, the USDA has interpreted the term “retail pet
store” to include individuals selling from their residences. The validity of this
interpretation of the AWA was explicitly challenged and upheld in federal court in Doris
Day Animal League v. Veneman, 315 F.3d 297 (D.C. Cir. 2003). In Doris Day, the
Court clearly stated that a “retail pet store” could operate from a domestic setting. Once
again, if entities/individuals who “sell” pets to the public in domestic settings fall within
the definition of “retail pet store,” it would be illogical to deny such exemption to rescue
or shelter operators who engage in the same activity with the public in domestic settings.

Ultimately, this interpretation is supported by the policy considerations that are
behind the “retail pet stores” exemption, as articulated by the Court in Doris Day. The
Court held that the USDA was correct in its approach in exempting those who sell
animals to the public on a retail basis, as opposed to a wholesale basis, because such
entities/individuals deal with the public, and, as a consequence, are already subject to a
degree of self-regulation and oversight by persons who purchase the animals, as well as
regulation by state and local laws. Doris Day, 315 F.3d at 300. Likewise, rescue and
shelter operators are subject to the self-regulating oversight of persons adopting the
animals as pets; they continuously interact with the public as their mission is to deliver
homeless animals to new homes. In addition, they are subject to state and local animal
cruelty statutes, as well as, in a significant number of cases, attorney-general and public
oversight due to their not-for-profit status if such entities are not-for-profits.

In conclusion, as noted above, the key distinction created by the proposed
amendment to the AWA is regarding the breeding of cats and dogs. As long as rescue or
shelter organizations are not breeding animals, they will stand in the same legal position
as a commercial retail pet store, regardless of whether they operate out of a store front,
public or private shelter, or residence, and thus face no possibility of having to comply
with USDA licensure requirements. Accordingly, I do not believe that there is any
legitimate legal issue underlying recent concerns that the Bill will require USDA
regulation of animal shelter and rescue operators.

This letter is being provided to you at your requést. The legal advice, opinions
and conclusions contained in this letter may not be relied upon by any other person.

~ Very truly yours,
U oo A Welkken

David J. Wolfson
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UNIVERSITY TELEPHONE: (202) 994-7040
LAW SCHOOL FAX: (202) 994-9817
WATWINGTON BE EMAIL: JSCHAPGLAW.QWLLEDU

July 25, 2005

Jonathan Lovvorn

Viece President, Animal P ion Litigati
Humane Society of the United States
2100 L Street, N.W.

‘Washington, DC 20037
Re: Effect of the Pet Animal Welfare Statute of 2005 on Rescue and Shelter Operators
Dear Mr. Lovvorn:

You have asked that I set forth my views on whether Senate Bill Number 1139, (the Pet Animal
‘Welfare Statute of 2005), which will amend the Animal Welfarc Act (AWA), will require animal
rescue and shelter operators to be licensed by the United States Department of Agriculture
(USDA) and thus subject to USDA inspections under the AWA, 7 U.S.C. § 2132, Rescueand
shelter operators currently are not required to obtain licenses under the AWA and this bill will
not alter that status. As discussed in more detail below, rescus and shelter operators are not
“dealers” because they do not “sell” animals from their facilities. Rather, they are non-profit
groups prcvxdmg 8 semce to the pubhc and the adoption fee accepted by such organizations is

y to their exi , even if the adoption fees are dered “sales™
under the AWA, rescue and shelter operators are (1) exempt under the amended definition of
“retail pet store” provided in Senate Bill 1139 and (2) do not fall within the newly created “retail
pet store exclusion” targeted at high-volume home breeding operations that have thrived duc in
part to the exponential growth in the use of the Internet for commerce.

The AWA was initially aimed at regulating “dealers”- — high vol breeders, specifically those
that sell animals wholesale. The AWA requm all “dealcrs” to be 1i d and regulated by the
USDA. JUS.C. §2132 (f). The AWA defines a “dealer” as

any person who, in ce, for p fon or profit, delivers for transportation, or
transports, except as a carrier, buys, or sells, or negotiates the purchase or sale of, (1) any
dog or other animal whether alive or dead for research, teaching, exhibition, oruseasa
pet, or (2) any dog for hunting, security, or breeding purposes, except that this term does
not include—

a retail pet store except such store which sells any animals to a research facility,
an exhibitor, or a dealer

2000 H SrRE2T, NW » Wasnmeron, DC zoosz
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any person who does not scll, or negotiate the purchase or sale of any wild animal,
dog, or cat, and who derives no more than $500 gross income from the sale of
other animals during any calendar year.

The existing AWA has no statutory definition of “retail pet store.” However, the USDA has

promulgated a rule defining “retaif pet store™ as “any outlet where [pets] are sold or offered for
sele, at retail, for use as pets.” 9 CER, § 1.1. In tum, the USDA has interpreted this exemption

to include individuals selling from their resid , and thus exclude high-volume home
breeding operations from the licensing and inspection requir ts of the AWA. The validity of
this interpretation of the AWA was chall d and upheld in federal coust in Dors Day Animal

Lepgue v, Veneman, 315 F.3d 297 (D.C. Cir. 2003).
Senate Bill 1139 would amend the AWA as follows: -

(f) The term "dealer” means any person who, in , for P ion or profit,
delivers for transportation, or transports, except as a casrier, buys, or sells, or negotiates
the purchase or sale of, (1) any dog or other animal whether alive or dead for research,
teaching, cxhibition, or usc as a pet, ¥ ¥ i

5 t {2) any dog for hunting, security, or
breeding purposes, or (3) any dog imported from outside the United States, unless
the dog is Imported by the person for the use snd enjoyment of the person, except
that this term does not include;

(1) a retail pet store except such store which sells any animals to a research
facility, an exhibitor, or a dealer, or which sells any dogs imported from outside
the United States; or .

Sk i el A N g
Girany person-who-does-not-seti;orneg threp or-sate-of ary-witd

s

satcofothreranimats-during-any catendar-yesr;

(i) any person who, during sny calendar year—

(D(an) sclls not more than 25 dogs or cats at wholesale or to the public; or

(bb) does not whelp more than 6 litters of dogs or cats and sells only dogs or

cats bred or ralsed on the premiscs of the person directly at retuil to persons
" who purchase such animals for their own use and enjoyment and not for

resale; and

(1) derives not more than $500 gross income from the sale of other animais;
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12 X X
{n) Retail Pet Store-
(1) IN GENERAL- The term “retail pet store™ means 2 public retail

blish t that sells animal ly kept as pets in households in the
United States, including—

{A) dogw;

(B) cats;

(C) guines pigs;
(D) rabbits; and
(E) hamsters,

(2) EXCLUSION- The term “retail pet store” does not include-—
(A) a person breeding animals te sell to the public as pets;

(B) 8 person selling hunting, security, or breeding dogs; or

{C) a person selling wild animals.

The two critical features of the Bill are (1) to amend the AWA 1o include a definition of “retail

pet store” within the statute as “a public retail establis} that sells animals ¢ ly kept as
pets . . . including . . . dogs [and] cats,” 8. 1139, 109" Cong. § 2(3), and (2) to excludc from the

definition of “rctail pet store” “a person breeding animals to sell to the publicas pets . ... [d.
‘The net result of the measure is that breeders selling from their homes are no longer exempt from
USDA regulation as “retail pet stores.” However, breeders selling from their homes are still
exempt if they either (1) “sell{] not more than 25 dogs or cats” a year; or (2) “do[] not whelp
more than 6 litters of dogs or cats” a year. Rescue and shelter operators currently arc not required
to obtain licenses under the AWA and this bill will not alter that status.

Rescue and shelter operators are not dealers under the Bill,

Rescue and shelter operators do not “scll” animals as pets; they provide a service to the public,
Courts have held that services performed for the benefit of the community should not be
considered “sales.” W&EMMMEMBM& 785 P.2d 815, 822
(Wash. 1990); see also Washingion Natioga R & 474 N.E.2d 116,
120 (Ind. 1985). Rscuc and she!h:r opmtm‘s provide care for ammals whose owners can no
longer provide such care. These groups are helping to keop stray animals off the streets and to
trol the overpopulation of imals. Since these groups cannot keep the animals
they “rescue,” they must adopt the animals out to loving homes, The adoption fees accepted by
rescue and shelter operators are not in exch for the animal, but rather to pay for the
continued existence of the shelter, i.e. food for the animals, health care for the animals, etc.

410
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which in turn benefits the tax-payers who often pay to support city or state sanctioned shelters.

Moreover, the fee may serve as a barrier to p the adop of animals to those people who

are not able or willing to provide good homes for them. Insum, as abotha practxcal and policy

a:attcr, these groups arc not “selling” the animals they adopt out and thus are not “dealers” under
e AWA,

The Bill specifically exempts from the definition of dealer “any person who in a calendar year
sells not more than 25 dogs or cats.” Most rescue and shelter operators find homes for more
than 25 dogs or cats a year. However, this does not moan that they will now be required to be
licensed by the USDA. As just cxplained, such op 3 are not dealers and thus need not fall
within the exemption. Moreover, even if the rescue and shelter operators are deemed to be
“dealers” under the statue, these operators fall within the “retail pet store” exemption. Thus,
there is no need to meet this *dealer” exemption.

If Rescue and Shelter Operators are Considered “Dealers, ” they are “Retail Pet Stores” under
the Bill.

Under the.current law, “retail pet stores™ are specifically exempt from the Act. ZU.8.C.
§.21320UD. Under the Bill, if rescue and shelter operators that charge a fee for the animals
adopted could be considered “dealers™ that *buy[], or sell{}, or negotiate[] the purchase or sale”
of dogs and cats - & doubtful proposition as explained above - such operations clearly fall within-
the newly-defined “retail pet store” exemption- *‘a public retail establishment that sells animals
commonly kept as pets in houscholds in the United States.”

A shelter or rescue operation is a “public retail establishment.” “Pubhc" means “of, relating to, or
affecting the people as an organized community; of or relating to business or community interests
as opposed {o private affairs.” WEBSTER'S THIRD NEW INTERNATIONAL DICTIONARY 1836
(2002). “Retnil” means “to sell in small quantitics . . . to seil dircctly to the ultimate consumer.”
Id at 1938. “Establishment” is defined as “a more or less fixed and usu. sizabic place of

or resid ther with all the things thet are an essential part of it.” Id. at 778

(emphasis added); gee also Doris Day Animal League, 315 F.3d at 298-99.

Rescue and shelter operations clearly meet the “public retail establishment” definition. "They are
“public” because they benefit the community, they are “retail” because they “sell directly” to the
consurner, and they are “establishments” because they are a fixed place “of business or
residence.” Moreover, the animals they adopt out~primarily dogs and cats—are “commonly kept
as pets in the United States.” Thus, if they are considered to “sell” such animals, they fall under
the “retail pet store” exemption.
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Rescue and Shelter Operators do not fall with the newly defined exclusion of Retail Pet Store.

Senate Bill 1139 is aimed specifically at pxeventmg }ugh-volume home breeding operations from
qualifying as “retail pet stores” by defining an from this ption for “a person
breeding animals to scll to the public as pets.” High-volume home breeding businesses have
thrived due in part to the exponemial growth in the use of the Internet for commerce. These
breeders' animals are sold via the Internet, p ads, and through other gulated formats
and yet are exempt from AWA regulation under the current USDA mtapretahon

Rescuc and shelter operators do not breed animals. They provide shelter for unwanted,
abandoned, and stray animals and find homes for them. In fact, cruelty cases associated with the
currently unregulated breeders require local shelters and rescue organizations to take in their ill
and d animals at the S OWN eXp This problem th to bankrupt these
local organizations. Thus, the ueed to exclude the Ingh-volmnc home breeding operations from
retail pet stores yet retain the rescue and shelter operators retail pet store exemption. In fact, a
primary goal of rescue and shelter groups is to control the overpopulation of pets. Thus, rescue
and shelter operators, because they do not breed animals, do not fafl within the Bill’s retail pet
store exclusion.

In sum, based on the plain language of Senate Bill 1139, 1 have no difficulty concluding that the
Bill will not require animal rescue and shelter operators to be licensed by the USDA and thus
subject to USDA inspections under the AWA, 7 U.S.C. § 2132. Accordingly, I do not believe
that the possible regulation of animal rescue operations and shelters by USDA is a legitimate
lcgal issue with regard to Senate Bill 1139,

Sincerely,

ngchag—

o/e
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Testimony of Norma Worley
Director
Animal Welfare Program
Office of Agricultural, Natural and Rural Resource
Department of Agriculture, Food and Rural Resources

In Support of the Pet Animal Welfare (PAWS) Statute

BEFORE THE SUB COMMITTEE ON RESEARCH, NUTRITION AND GENERAL LEGISLATION OF THE
UNITED STATES SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRUICULTURE, NUTRITION, AND FORESTRY

November 8, 2005

Members of the Subcommittee on Research, Nutrition and General Legislation of the United States Senate
Committee on Agricuiture, Nutrition and Forestry, | am Norma Worley, Director of the Animal Weifare Program
from the Great State of Maine speaking in support of the Pet Animal Welfare Statute authored by Senator
Santorum and Senator Durbin.

| have been in my current position for 2 ¥ years but prior to retiring to Maine in 2001 i spent 21 years as an
animal cruelty investigator in Southern California. During my tenure both in Maine and Caliifornia | have
investigated hundreds, if not thousands, of animali cruelty cases including many dealing with breeding kennels.

As you are aware, animal welfare issues, in addition to being difficult, are usually emotionally charged. The
investigation of animal cruelty can been extremely controversial, characterized by complaints from the public
demanding that the animals they believe are being abused or neglected be removed immediately regardless
of what the faw allows us to do or the rights of the owner. The media may also compromise these
investigations because as the editors put it everyone likes a good animal story. Ali this eventually results in
lengthy debates in both state and federal legislatures analyzing and re-analyzing if our animal cruelty laws, if
they even exist, are sufficient.

There are thousands of breeding kennels across the country that do everything in their power to protect their
animals and obey the law. I'm sure that you have heard from some of these breeders regarding this
legistation, 1t is important that these faw abiding kenne! owners know that they have nothing to fear from this
proposed statue and there is no “slippery slope” or hidden agenda. Unfortunately for every one of these lawful
and ethical kennel owners there are as many if not more who see the animals simply as a commodity and a
way to make a quick buck.



124

The PAWS statute before you today identifies and seeks to correct several loopholes in current federal law
that allows no protection for dogs and cats sold directly to the public by large-scale breeders. This legisiation
will mandate protection be applied for these animals regardiess of what state the breeder lives in.

The State of Maine and its domestic animals are fortunate in that we have some of the strongest laws in the
United States thus protecting them from unscrupulous breeding kennel owners. This is not to say that we
have none because we do. Of its 800+ animal cruelty complaints that we have received this year alone the
State of Maine Animal Welfare Program has spent hundreds of hours alone on three investigations involving a
pet shop and two breeding kennels. The end result was the 250+ dogs were remaoved from the two kennels.
These dogs were the lucky ones as they were adopted into loving “forever homes” and have been spayed and
neutered to help stop this cycle of abuse. Unfortunately the pet store just moved to another state whose laws
are not as effective,

Even with these effective kennel laws not a week goes by without the Animal Welfare Program receiving a
heart breaking complaint from a new owner who has purchased a pup or kitten from a less than honest
breeder.

To even complicate things more we now have a new twist in marketing for these dishonest breeders. As with
all new avenues of commerce the Internet is the latest tool to sell dogs and cats. Unfortunately the internet
can reach out all over the world and is difficult to track without cooperation of the user. There is nothing more
frustrating to us than to receive a complaint from a new owner that may live over 3000 miles away who is
hearibroken over the pup or kitten they have just received.

The usual scenario is these complainants are surfing the net looking for a particular breed and fall in love with
a picture of what they think is their ideal pet. Some are looking for show caliber dogs, some just fike that
particular breed and want a pet or a smail minority are even seeking to start their own breeding kennel.

But going back to the dilemma of the new owner. Usually the story entails how they purchased this dog over
the Internet and eagerly awaited the arrival of the new addition to their family. However in most cases it is
anything but a happy event when the animal arrives. These young pups, sometimes as young as 5-6 weeks
are shipped to the new owner by air in a small crate heid in the cargo area of the plane for trips that can be up
to 12-15 hours in length. Upon arrival they are usually sick, some may have genetic disorders from poor
breeding or are a horrible exampie of the breed. The new owner tries to contact the breeder by email or letter
only to be told, it they get an answer at all, their choice is to either return the animal to the breeder which
means re-shipping the animal back across the US to be treated by the breeder’s veterinarian or “tough luck no
compensation”. The breeder usually has a “contract” that inciudes no refund for the purchase price or any
compensation for veterinarian bills the new owner may acquire.

At this point the new owner is totally confused, upset and frustrated but as it is in most cases has now fallen in
love with this poor creature, which is what the unscrupulous dealer hoped would happen. Now, the owner is
faced with the horrendous choice of spending perhaps thousands of doliars at their Vet with the hope that dog
recovers or return this poor critter to an uncaring breeder and to an unknown fate.

As you would suspect most decide to keep the animal even though it's not what they wanted, is not healthy
and they will be saddied with outstanding vet bills. The positive side is these animals are the lucky ones, as
they will spend their lives in a forever home. Unfortunately others will be sent back, nursed back to an
appearance of good health only to be sold again in attempt to recoup the dealer’s losses or immediately
euthanized.
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So, who is the real victim in these cases? Many will say it is the purchaser — they were taken advantage of.
Others will scoff and say “buyer be aware” - they got what they deserved for not doing the research. Others
will say this is simply a civil matter and that's what the courts are for. But keep in mind that courts are charged
with settling disputes based on “paper trails” not live animals.

| come before you today to say the real victims in these cases are the puppies and kittens that are taken too
young from their mothers, not socialized, many times are ill or are genetically inferior, are then shipped in the
cargo holds of airplanes sometimes-enduring trips hours in length and now are unwanted. It is beyond my
realm of understanding how anyone could stand by and allow this to happen.

The victims of these horrendous acts must be protected the same as domestic animals who are sold to
commercial facilities. The closing of these loopholes must be addressed now in order to protect the voiceless
victims in states where they have little or no protection

1 ask you to please vote in support of the Pet Animal Welfare Statute.

Thank you.
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October 21, 2005

Re: PAWS legislation

Senator Santorum:

THANK YOU so much for sponsoring the PAWS legislation. We in the animal welfare
community are thrilled that someone in the Senate has taken an active interest in
protecting the health and well-being of our companion animals.

Please don’t allow vocal but misguided oppanents to prevent you from making this bill a
reality. It is the right thing to do.

Best Regards,

Uharon. Prria
Sharon Lewis

12745 Eagle Ridge Dr

Zebulon, NC 27597
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Sportsmen’s and Animal North Carolina Responsible Dog Federation of Wisconsin
Owners’ Voting Alliance Animal Owners’ Alliance Promoting & Protecting
Working to identify and elect North Carolina’s leading voice for Responsible Dog Ownership
supportive legislators responsible animal ownership bttp//dfow.org
http://saova.org http://www ncraca.com W7821 County Road MM
559 Thoroughfare Road PO Box 455 Wautoma, WI 54982
Brightwood, VA 22715 Stem NC 27581 (920) 765-0938

(540} 543-2312

Statement for Inclusion in the November 8, 2005 Hearing Record
of the Senate Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry Subcommittee
Concerning S1139, the Pet Animal Welfare Statute of 2005 (PAWS)

$1139 (PAWS) eliminates America’s best source for pets — the home hobby breeder
and rescuer.

For decades, hobbyists, or home breeders have been the best source of American pets. These
animals are exceptionally well suited for the residential environment as they've already been
raised in one. Commercial operations-are at a distinct disadvantage in that they are not able to
provide the type of heart and soul socialization and care that hobby breeders give.

s PAWS imposes USDA regulation on many private hobby breeders, most rescuers and every
buyer and seller of a dog for hunting, security and breeding purposes, in a misguided effort
to close perceived Animal Welfare Act “loopholes.”

« PAWS abandons an existing workable, longstanding, legally tested basis for commercial pet
business iicensing and regulation, substituting a more complex, significantly larger plan
that will be litigated for vears, be very expensive to implement and will impair animal
welfare.

s PAWS devastates hobby breeders of all pet species, small animal rescuers and targeted dog
breeds. The nation's dog, cat, rabbit and bird pet owners say NO PAWS!

The three organizations submitting this statement, the Sportsmen's and Animal Owners' Voting
Alliance, the North Carolina Responsible Animal Owners' Alliance and the Dog Federation of
Wisconsin, represent responsible sportsmen and animal owners nationwide and in two specific
states. They are familiar with state pet legislation and regulation, as well as the federal Animal
Weifare Act and its USDA implementing regulations. We support sensible and humane animal
welfare laws and oppose those that would restrict the rights of responsible animal owners.

Witnesses delivering oral statements at this hearing do not represent the nation’s pet owners,
hobby breeders, rescuers or owners of hunting and security dogs. Only those with a financial
interest in seeing PAWS become law have been permitted to speak at this U.S. Senate
Agriculture Subcommittee hearing, making many guestion whether this is a balanced and well-
informed federal law making. PAWS is a fatally flawed bill. If properly enforced, it will either
totally overwhelm USDA, or it will stop hundreds of thousands of home pet breeders from
doing what they love. It should not receive further consideration from the U.S. Senate.

General PAWS Background

Introduced on May 26, 2005, $1139 or the Pet Animal Welfare Statute of 2005, "PAWS”
represents a dramatic departure from the historical scope of the Animal Welfare Act, which has
traditionally provided for the care and keeping of animals in a laboratory environment or large
commercial settings. Without precedent, PAWS seeks to enter the privacy of American homes,
setting standards of pet care and specifications for pet housing.
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PAWS also exposes every seller of a hunting dog, most rescuers, and some breeders to USDA
licensing and home inspections. PAWS doesn'’t “close a loophole”. PAWS fundamentally
changes the USDA's existing, long-standing, legally tested basis for federal dog and cat
business licensing and regulation. The current procedure is based on treating wholesale sales
and retail sales differently. Reducing it to its simplest terms, under current law and USDA
regulations, if you sell a dog to a wholesaler, you are regulated. Rescuers, hobby breeders and
owners selling to retail buyers are exempt today. The Doris Day Animal League challenged the
hobby breeder portion of this regulatory structure in court and lost in 2003.

PAWS uses the numbers of litters bred and/or anirals sold to decide which sellers should be
USDA licensed. It ignores the factors of muiti-species breeders, co-ownerships, the health of
pedigreed cat queens, stud-puppy/kitten arrangements and resales. No study or proof of any
kind has been offered to explain the rationale of using numbers as a threshold for licensing.
This is completely arbitrary and has no connection or correlation to levels of care or necessity
for regulation. An individual who breeds and sells a single litter may do so improperly, while
another may self a great many high quality animals to loving homes. Further, if such numerical
criterion becomes law, pressures will quickly mount to reduce those thresholds.

Passage of PAWS will require a total rewrite of USDA regulatory standards. USDA’s 60 pages of
commercial care standards will need to be amended to allow home breeders to raise small pets
in residential settings. This will be an overwhelmingly difficult task, with very large political and
legal hurdles, promulgating regulations that apply to small breeders in a variety of settings as
varied as there are homes and each different for dogs, cats and the other small animals which
are covered in PAWS. In addition, USDA will have to decide whether to follow performance
standards or engineering standards in developing these new regulations. Either way is a no win
situation. Performance standards are being challenged by animal rights groups in favor of
engineering standards. Those entities forced to comply with the current, more costly
regulations will challenge home breeder rules, if the newly developed regulations are viewed as
discriminating against commercial interests. Lawsuits will be inevitable as all sides attempt to
have their version of requirements enacted into law or regulation.

PAWS supporters claim that $1139 will regulate Internet sales; however, this is not even
mentioned in the bill. Further, there have been no studies offered to demonstrate the number
of internet sales of pets, specifically dogs and cats, in which the purchaser does not see the
kennel or cattery. Thus there is no proof of this being a real problem within the USA, under
current USDA regulations. There have been no studies to show how many of this unspecified
number of buyer complaints were resolved under current local or state consumer protection
laws. Therefore, 51139 has no supporting rationale, no proof to validate its need regarding
the Internet sales of animals, only scattered anecdotes.

PAWS supporters claim federal regulation is needed to control an increasing number of animals
being imported and sold. Under current USDA regulations, imported dogs must be 8 weeks of
age and the USDA Animal Care Department already inspects dogs traveling on both US and
foreign carriers. A veterinarian must inspect every animal crossing a state line. We submit
that if a need to address increased importation truly exists it can be covered in a separate bill
without requiring thousands of US citizens to be federally licensed.

PAWS will all but eliminate home-based rescue. Volunteers “rescue,” or rehome pets turned
into shelters and pounds. Operating out of their homes, with pound and shelter operators,
rescue volunteers are a significant source of cost low, quality dogs and cats. Even the smallest
of rescue organizations sell or place 25 dogs/cats in one year, making them PAWS "dealers."

Sportsmen’s and Animal Owners’ Voting Alliance/ North Carolina Responsible Animal Owners’
Alliance/ Dog Federation of Wisconsin

Testimony Concerning 51139, the Pet Animal Welfare Statute of 2005 For Inclusion of the
November 8% Hearing Record
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Most rescuers couldn’t meet the USDA dealer standards and would close their doors,
eliminating this large and extremely worthy effort for no good reason.

PAWS Impacts

Dogs - PAWS can only create irreparable harm to small- and mid-size hobby breeders who
raise dogs in their homes in a family environment. Dogs are raised for show, performance,
service, stock work, hunting, maintaining a connection with animal husbandry which is now
limited by urban living. The inability to comply with USDA licensing and regulation in a
residential neighborhood will force many enthusiasts to abandon their hobby. This will place
severe limitations on many breeds of dogs and eliminate one of the best sources of dogs for
the public, service and guide dog programs, search and rescue programs, and herding
interests, among many others. Dogs sold for hunting, security and breeding purposes will be
regulated irrespective of other provisions in PAWS. Sterilization of puppies and kittens before
sale is the only way to be exempt from this “breeding purposes” provision; making PAWS
appear as the first step in a National Spay-Neuter Incentive Program, variations of which are
already in effect in certain urban areas.

Cats - The threshold PAWS attempts to establish for a “high-volume” breeder have no
relevance to pedigreed cat breeding. The bill impacts all cat breeders with conscientious and
moderate breeding programs and concern for genetic diversity. Responsible pedigreed cat
breeding requires mating queens according to their constant heat cycles to maintain the health
of the individual cats. In most breeds, females will produce more than one litter per year.
Fanciers with as few as 4 or 5 females would therefore have to be USDA licensed under PAWS.
There is no such thing as a commercial cat breeder. PAWS will force many serious show
exhibitors/breeders to leave the cat fancy. The availability of fine home-raised cats, as well as
dogs in some breeds, wiil be greatly diminished.

PAWS Creates Many More Problems Than it Attempts to Solve

PAWS is confused, highly subjective and predictable only in the sense that it will overwhelm
the USDA with unnecessary inspections of thousands of rescuers and hobby breeders and
waves of litigation, PAWS also exposes all buyers and sellers of dogs for hunting, security and
breeding purposes to federal licensing and regulation, increasing USDA's inspection load by
hundreds of thousands of currently unsuspecting private dog owners. PAWS will create legions
of very motivated and angry voters,

Volumes of federal regulations designed for large businesses will force many dog, cat, rabbit,
bird and hamster breeders to abandon their hobby, eliminating the best and most reputable
source of pets for the public. The public wants pets - breeding/selling dynamics will change
and the supply from commercial breeders and pet stores will simply increase, as home hobby
breeders are forced to close.

The current AWA/APHIS budget includes 100 inspectors for approximately 10,000 commercial
and research facilities. PAWS expands that group’s oversight into the private sector and
increases the workload to more than 300,000 facilities. PAWS would be an enforcement
nightmare. The USDA’s budget cannot possibly accommodate regular inspections of the many
thousands of additional “dealers” who would fall into one or another of the PAWS regulatory
categories.

Sportsmen’s and Animal Owners’ Voting Alliance/ North Carolina Responsible Animal Owners’
Alliance/ Dog Federation of Wisconsin

Testimony Concerning 51139, the Pet Animal Welfare Statute of 2005 For Inclusion of the
November 8" Hearing Record
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PAWS will not achieve better animal care, but it will very definitely divert USDA resources from
its food security and protection mission. Adding a top-heavy federal layer of regulation onto
private citizens is unnecessary when they are already subject to locai and state anti-crueity,
sanitation, nuisance and zoning laws. Attempting to modify AWA regulations designed for high
volume commercial facilities and research laboratories into a “one-size fits all” package for the
home breeder will undoubtedly create conflicts on the state and local level and interfere with
local authorities ability to enforce existing laws.

This expansion of the AWA leading to Federal jurisdiction of home hobby breeders, rescuers
and hunting dog owners cannot be justified based on the fragmentary anecdotal evidence that
has been offered by the proponents of PAWS,

PAWS is unworkable, because it will generate a long series of lawsuits challenging its every
clause as many thousands of adversely affected hobby breeders of every species and their
advocacy groups take to the courts their fight to protect their hobby.

The vast majority of the nation’s dog, cat, rabbit and bird owners oppose PAWS. The breed
clubs of more than 60% of all the dogs registered by the American Kennel Club oppose PAWS,
as does every cat registry in the country, major dog registries, specialty associations and
nationwide sportsmen’s groups.

We urge that the Senate Agriculture Committee vote No on S1139,

Respectfully submitted,

e

Robert J. Kane
Sportsmen's and Animal Owners' Voting
Alliance

e AL

Susan Wolf
North Carolina Responsible Animal Owners
Ailiance

(il Wuhhn,

/ /

Kelly Wichman

Dog Federation of Wisconsin

Sportsmen’s and Anirmal Owners’ Voting Alliance/ North Carolina Responsible Animal Owners’
Alliance/ Dog Federation of Wisconsin

Testimony Concerning 51139, the Pet Animal Welfare Statute of 2005 For Inclusion of the
November 8" Hearing Record
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Heart of Texas American Pit Bull Terrier Club
15536 Sutton Leighs Lane
Pflugerville, TX
78660

November 10, 2005

Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition & Forestry
Room SR-328A

Russell Senate Office Building

Washington, DC..20510-6000

RE: Sepate Agriculture, Nutrition and Forcstry Subcommittee Hearing on PAWS 2005 SB1139
Dear Senate Conumittee Members:

This letter is being submitted on behalf of the Heart of Texas American Pit Bull Terrier Club, to be
officially made part of the PAWS hearing record. On November 8, 2005, the Research, Nutrition, and
General Legislation Subcommittee met to discuss and hear statements from two panels concerning the Pet
Animal Welfare Statute (PAWS). 1 have read the panel statements, and though many of the issues have
merit, some are ambiguous and-threaten dog owners/breeders, both directly and indirectly.

Asyoumay well know, due to many recent events involving the American Pit Bull Terrier, irresponsible dog
ownership has spawned banns against owning an American Pit Bull Terrier across this nation. One of the
panel speakers, the American Kenpel Club (AKC), does not recognize the American Pit Bull Terrier, but
instead registers and recognizes the American Staffordshire Terrier. 1beljeve that by supporting PAWS, the
AKC will later be given special privilege, as a vested panel speaker that supported PAWS, to help draft
breeding requirements. Without going into breeding as a science, line breeding, interpreted by the AXC, as
inbreeding, is a component of breeding that ensures that desirable traits are preserved, thereby securing
temperament, ability, and structural soundness. Done correctly, it has preserved some of the best American
Pit Bull Terriers in the nation. In short, T feel as though other registries should be stakeholders, allowed to
voice there issues coneerning PAWS and where we may end up in the future. For the record, we do not
support PAWS as it’s currently written and represented.

%{; iwice to the dogs,

efry Niemiann
President, Heart of T'exas Pit Bull Club
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Senate Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry Subcommittee Hearing on $1139
(PAWS)

November 01, 2005

Honorable, Senator Rich Santorm

Please oppose SB1139 and HB2669, the Pet Animal Welfare Statue of
2005 (PAWS). It will not improve the welfare of dogs and cats. It would
greatly expand the USDA regulation of small scale dog and cat breeders by
requiring that thousands of these breeders meet commercial standards of
care, inspections and record keeping. This would greatly overextend the
capacity of the USDA. By regulating the small-scale animal breeder and
extending inspections and license requirements to those who breed animals
in their homes, this bill will force many of these people to opt out of animal
breeding entirely. Paws will diminish the best source of healthy home-
raised, well socialized dogs and cats.

Please leave the scrutinizing of the hobby and small scale breeder to the
local and state agencies, not the federal government. We urge you to vote
against the (PAWS) bill. ‘

Sipcerely
y%m 0, Ao
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Testimony of Cindy Cooke, Legislative Agent for the United Kennel Club
Kalamazoo, Michigan
Subcommittee on Research, Nutrition, and General Legislation of the
Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry
November 8, 2005

My name is Cindy Cooke. I am a retired Air Force officer who started my career as a
Munitions Maintenance Officer and ended up as a Judge Advocate. I have been breeding
and exhibiting AKC-registered Scottish Terriers for almost 30 years. 1 have owner-
handled roughly 100 AKC champions, including two who were the top-winning dogs of
their breed in their respective years. I have won three national specialty Bests of Breed. 1
am the author of “The New Scottish Terrier” published in 1996 by Howell Books and the
winner of a Dog Writers Association of America award. I am a past director of the
Scottish Terrier Club of America and the Scottish Terrier Club of Greater Dayton, and a
current director of the Kalamazoo Kennel Club. I am currently the Kalamazoo Kennel
Club delegate to the American Kennel Club. I was employed for seven years by the other
major all-breed registry in the United States, the United Kennel Club (UKC), in
Kalamazoo, Michigan, where I was the Vice President in charge of Dog Events. I
currently advise United Kennel Club on legislative matters. My home, my work, my car,
my wardrobe—every detail of my life revolves around the dogs.

I tell you this because the sport of purebred dogs is full of people with resumes and lives
like mine. You should also know is that none of the witnesses who purported to speak
today on behalf of breeders of purebred dogs has a resume like mine.

For the first time since I've been breeding dogs, I regret to say that the American Kennel
Club does not speak for me or my peers. I am not alone in this. For the first time, more
than 40 of AKC’s parent clubs—the clubs that represent individual breeds—stand in
opposition to their registry on a piece of legislation. These clubs represent almost 60% of
the dogs registered by the American Kennel Club, Forty-seven state dog organizations
and hundreds of AKC kennel clubs oppose the PAWS bill. This, too, is unprecedented

It is also unprecedented for the United Kennel Club to find itself in opposition to the
AKC on a legislative issue. Like AKC, the UKC was founded in the 1800s. UKC
currently recognizes over 300 breeds of dogs and sponsors 10,000 events annually.
Although UKC is a business competitor of AKC, their shared interest in the promotion of
responsible breeding of purebred dogs has kept the two registries united on all legislative
issues until now. Speaking as a breeder, a member of two AKC clubs who oppose PAWS
and on behalf of the thousands of breeders of UKC-registered dogs, we oppose PAWS.

PAWS abolishes the original intent of the Animal Welfare Act to regulate
commercial breeders who sell wholesale and establishes instead a scheme to regulate
hobby breeders based on the numbers they produce.
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Proponents of the PAWS bill assume that there is a priori something wrong with
dedicated breeders who are fortunate enough to be able to keep a large number of dogs
for breeding. In the early days of our sport, breeders understood the necessity of keeping
enough dogs to maintain a healthy gene pool and still produce the sought-after traits in
each breed of dog. It is still necessary today. Most of our breeds were created and refined
by serious breeders who kept relatively large numbers of dogs. If you ever read “Lad, A
Dog” you will remember the large kennel of Collies where Lad was born. Sunnybank
typified the breeding practices with which many of our breeds were developed, breeding
practices which are as valid today as they were 100 years ago. The most well-bred, the
healthiest, the best-tempered dogs come from breeders who maintain enough quality dogs
to continue producing America’s pets, show and working dogs from their homes.

Senator Santorum’s July 27 speech about PAWS reflects how negativity about breeders
has seeped into the public consciousness. He said: "PAWS will bring under coverage of
the Animal Welfare Act high volume dealers who are in every respect like those dealers
currently regulated, but are evading regulation because they sell animals exclusively at
retail.” (Senator Santorum's speech, July 27, 2005) These people are not “evading”
regulation. They are merely pursuing their legal (and ancient) hobby from their homes.

The hobby breeders most likely to be affected, at least initially, by PAWS are those
producing hunting dogs, stock dogs, and working dogs such as military, police and search
and rescue dogs. The critical working skills of these dogs are hard to preserve without
fairly large gene pools. It is crucial for you to understand that the best dogs come from
the breeders that are targeted by this bill—breeders who breed from their homes and
pursue the goal of producing the ideal dog of their chosen breed.

Because there is no nexus between numbers of dogs produced by a breeder and risk
of neglect or abuse, animal rights activists will find it easy to argue for reduction of
the numbers in future amendments to the AWA.

Jim Holt has warned the dog fancy repeatedly that the best predictor of future behavior is
past behavior, and the past behavior of animal rights extremists guarantees that they will
seek to reduce whatever numbers are established as the threshold for federal regulation,
The following are excerpts from a speech Mr. Holt gave last year, and these remarks
represented the position of the American Kennel Club as late as March of 2005:

“The legislation to require federal regulation of the breeding and socialization of
puppies is an excellent example both of incrementalism and the hypocrisy of the
animal rights movement.

One of the reasons they [animal rights activists] have been able to [raise so much
money] is because they have been, for the most part, masters of the process which
I call "incrementalism". For the most part they have learned to be patient and take
very small steps, sometimes exploiting genuine problems and sometimes
exploiting opportunities that circumstance drops in their lap, to make small gains
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and establish new public policy precedents which can be exploited and expanded
over time.

Currently, neither the Animal Welfare Act nor any other federal statute regulates
breeding practices of any species of animals. The HSUS wants desperately to
establish the principal that it is within the purview of the federal government to
regulate breeding. Once they've established that principle, they'll work on the
details.”

The USDA has resisted all efforts to force them to regulate home-based hobby
breeders who sell directly to the public.

The Animal Welfare Act does not exempt hobby breeders. Since 1970, however, the
USDA regulations have equated hobby breeders who sell directly to buyers with “retail
pet stores” which ARE exempt under the statute. Not one Secretary of Agriculture in that
time has attempted to change the regulations, nor, in the many amendments to the AWA
before now, has Congress evidenced any intent to bring retail breeders under the aegis of
the AWA.

When the Doris Day Animal League (DDAL) brought suit to force the USDA to regulate
hobby breeders (DDAL v. Veneman), the agency spent three years in a costly lawsuit to
defend its regulation. Nothing in USDA’s record indicates any intention to change their
position in the future.

At present, the USDA is already burdened with the terrorist threat to our food supply,
rebuilding agribusiness in Louisiana and Mississippi, dealing with mad cow disease, real
or imagined, as well as inspecting commercial kennels. The proponents of PAWS have
produced no evidence that retail breeders are responsible for any problems that are not or
cannot be dealt with by state or local regulations.

Opponents of the PAWS bill were not given an opportunity to speak at this hearing.

Senator Santorum and the American Kennel Club are well aware of the significant
opposition to this bill, but no representative of the opposition was given an opportunity to
speak at this hearing. Equally disheartening, the representatives of the cat fancy, whose
hobby breeders will also be regulated under PAWS, have been left out of the process
altogether. The gentleman who purported to speak on behalf of AKC dog breeders is
virtually unknown within our community and is not supported in his position by his own
parent club, the American Miniature Schnauzer Club. The large community of sportsmen

who hunt with dogs, all of whom oppose this bill, were also afforded no opportunity to be
heard.

The unintended consequences of passing this bill will not be good for dog fanciers or
for political supporters of this bill,
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Litigation. PAWS is a badly drafted amendment to a badly written and repeatedly
patched law. The result will be a playground for litigators. Ambiguity in a statute leads to
litigation. Who will be suing to enforce PAWS?

“The Humane Society of the United States (HSUS), the nation's largest animal
protection organization, today announced that Jonathan Lovvorn will head its
newly formed Animal Protection Litigation section to focus on the enforcement of
animal protection laws. Lovvorn will assume his duties as vice president on
January 1, 2005. The Animal Protection Litigation section is one of several new
initiatives made possible by the recently announced combination of The HSUS
and The Fund for Animals, and will add several additional litigators by the end of
the year.” January 1, 2005."

If you like the way government agencies are tied up in court by environmental special
interest groups, you will love the way PAWS generates litigation.

Rescue. Will PAWS affect the widespread informal rescue networks manned by
volunteers from the dog fancy? Yes. Over the decades, federal courts have stretched the
meaning of “interstate commerce” in order to extend federal jurisdiction. Rescuers are
only exempt now because they fall under the same “retail pet store” exemption as hobby
breeders. At the very least, PAWS will generate litigation to determine whether or not
rescue organizations are engaged in commerce. Our rescue organizations cannot afford to
spend their limited resources in court with HSUS’ new litigation department. Exempting
rescue organizations and shelters is not a workable solution. It will only cause an increase
in the trafficking of shelter dogs imported from foreign countries.

Living with USDA regulations. There are currently about 90 pages of USDA
regulations for dog breeders. In its inspections, the agency uses engineering standards—
standards that spell out exactly how to achieve an outcome—as opposed to performance
standards—standards that define an outcome in detail and criteria for assessing that
outcome, but do not limit the methods by which to achieve that outcome. AKC tells us:

“The regulations promulgated under the authority of this Act set certain minimum
humane care standards which are not unlike those the AKC itself applies to the
breeders it inspects. When this bill is enacted the USDA will have to write
implementing regulations, including regulations covering breeders who raise
puppies in their own homes. The AKC will certainly be involved in that process,
and it is likely that our own standards will be a mode! the USDA will look to in
crafting its regulations.”™

Is it likely that USDA will use one set of standards for commercial breeders and another
for hobby breeders? With animal rights groups on one side favoring engineering
standards and commercial breeders on the other insisting that the rules be applied equally

to hobby breeders, we can expect litigation, followed by expensive and complicated
federal regulation.
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Zoning and other local restrictions. Many dog fanciers are already fighting restrictive
zoning ordinances. It is highly probable that local officials will consider a USDA license
as evidence that a breeder is engaging in commercial activity. By equating numbers of
dogs with true commercial activity, PAWS establishes a precedent that will have the
effect of zoning many of our finest breeders out of existence. Considering that the city of
Dallas has been prosecuting hobby breeders for just selling puppies in the city limits,
imagine the field day that will result when breeders are labeled with a USDA license!

Political awakening of the sleeping dogs. The dog fancy has traditionally paid little
attention to politics. Assuming that everybody loves dogs, most dog breeders let the AKC
deal with the occasional federal law that might have an effect on the fancy. In recent
years, however, well-funded animal activists have pushed through anti-dog legislation at
all levels of our government. Faced with breed bans, breeder licensing, dog-limitation
ordinances and a myriad of other creative bills designed to prevent the breeding of
purebred dogs, dog breeders have finally wised up. We are in a battle for the survival of
our dogs, facing an enemy that is rich and politically savvy. If you doubt that the HSUS
seeks the extinction of purebred dogs, here is a quote from its President, Mr. Wayne
Pacelle who was allowed to testify at this hearing: "We have no ethical obligation to
preserve the different breeds of livestock produced through selective breeding. ...One
generation and out. We have no problems with the extinction of domestic animals. They
are creations of human selective breeding” (Animal People, May, 1993)

When the AKC announced that it was supporting this bill, the dog fancy was shocked. As
late as March of this year, Jim Holt was telling the USDA:

At the same time, recognize that there are individuals and groups who seek to unduly
restrict the ability of persons to breed, own, and enjoy purebred dogs and who seek to
redefine the relationship between humans and animals. Unfortunately, these
individuals and groups often advocate expanding laws and government regulations
and policies to further their objectives in the name of animal welfare. We strongly
oppose their efforts to use government to impose an extremist animal welfare and
animal rights agenda. And we also strongly oppose efforts to redefine all dog
breeding as commercial activity and to undermine the essential amateur and hobbyist
status of the sport of purebred dogs.””

Nothing in the past 50 years has generated more opposition among dog fanciers than this
bill. The sleeping dog that is the American dog breeder is awake and angry. For the first
time, we are forming political organizations and alliances. Do lawmakers really want to
make it tougher on hobbyists who provide the healthiest and best quality pets and
working dogs when there is no demonstrated need to do so? If you think that gun owners
believe in the cold, dead hand, you haven’t seen anything until you see dog owners
contemplating empty leashes.

The bond between humans and dogs is an ancient one—modern scientists say that man
began to domesticate dogs about 15,000 years ago. The dog came before agriculture,
before weaving, before metallurgy, before the wheel and before writing. The canine-
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human bond is the first and oldest bond between man and beast. According to recent
studies, dogs understand us better than our nearest animal relative, the chimpanzee.
Loving dogs is part of being human. So before we let animal rights extremists redefine
our relationship with our dogs as commercial and uncaring; before we let bureaucrats
write reams of regulations that are inapplicable to home-raised dogs; before we let
politicians sell us out in order to pander to well-financed animal rights extremists, we will
fight ever step of the way.

My recommendations to this committee are these:

o  First, kill this bill.

s Secondly, understand that HSUS and other animal rights organizations do not
speak for us. We are the stakeholders in the world of dogs. We produce the finest
pet and working dogs in the world. We spend the most money on veterinary
research. We provide the most volunteers to care for neglected and unwanted
dogs. We’re for dogs—we should be the “go to guys” when you need legislation
for a dog-related issue.

¢  Work with us to identify real issues relating to breeding and owning dogs. We
will help you in every possible way to draft reasonable laws that will solve
specific problems without the unintended consequences of a badly drafted bill like
PAWS.

I am a conservative Republican and rather shocked to see this type of federal
intrusion into my home and hobby being proposed by another conservative
Republican. Truthfully, I have never voted for a Democrat. But if you doubt how
serious this matter is to the real dog breeders in this country, then know this: In future
elections, we will support the people who support us, regardless of past affiliations.
We may be coming late to political awareness, but you will find that we are prepared
to make any sacrifice for our dogs. And that will make us a force to be reckoned with.

' (Jim Holt's remarks to the NAIA on March 29, 2004)
" http://www.hsus.org/press_and_publications/press_releases/the-hsus-launches-litigation-section.html

i

" http://www.akc.org/ews/index.cfm?article id=2526
" Jim Holt, March 23, 2005, USDA Animal Welfare Listening Session




141

ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON $1139 (PAWS)

T am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Weifare Statate” (PAWS).

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.

PETA is being mvestigated in North Carolina for the illegal killing and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS
is a step straight from the Animal Rights Ape which statcs: “We strongly discourage any funther
breeding of companion animals, including pedigreed or purebred dogs and cats.” 1 strongly oppose the
attempt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extrerist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owners. PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has boen proven impossible to
enforce at federal level,

PAWS is the first step fo governmental control of al breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “fiest step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally Jicensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not
need governmental control over hobby breeders. In fact, adding thousands of dog hobbyists to the
existing assisnment of the U,$, Deot of Agriculture will greatly over burden the Department, making it
havder to property enforce the Welfare Act at all,

PAWS limits on hew many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does vot improve living
conditions for animals. In fact, there has been no substanti [ that these numbers of 25 dogs and 6
litters have any connection fo the quality of care or the need for regulation. To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will bo detrimental (o those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are rajsed in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from habby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable sousce of puppies to the public. Home -hased
breeding programs offer mentally heaithy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum sousce of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfair to sll the ethical dog brecders in the United States who love their animals und
take great pride in their care and well-belng.

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill.

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224-1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON §1139 (PAWS)

T am OPPOSED to 8B 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute” (PAWS).

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.
PETA is being investigated i in North Carolina for the illegal killing and dumping of dogs and cats PAWS
isa straight from the Agenda, which states: “We strongly discou
breeding of companion animals, including pedigreed or purebred dogs and cats.” 1 strongly opposc thc
attempt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owners. PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforee at federal level,

PAWS is the first step to governmental contro} of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step™ in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders® private homes. We do not
need governmental control over hobby breeders. In fact, adding thousands of dog hobbyists to the

existing assignment of the U.S. Dept of Agriculture will greatly over burden the Department, making it
harder to property enforce the Welfare Act at all,

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve living
conditions for animals. In fact, there has no substantial proof that these numbers of 25 dogs and 6

connection to the quality of care or the need for regulation. To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This Jegisiation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of tho breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home -based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum sourcc of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being.

1 respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill,

[R————

Name: ’Peqw\a 3« TFaron Sig

Address: 74545 N. Fraok A/ou(/ Wpin bt 4’9/\/{/ Aot 27/

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON §1139 (PAWS)

1 am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute” (PAWS).

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.

PETA is being investigated in North Carolina for the illegal killing and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS
is a sty ight the Animal Rights Agenda, which states: “We strongly di an er
breeding of companion animals, includi igreed or purebred dops and cats.” 1 strongly oppose the
attermnpt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owrers. PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS is the first step to governmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step™ in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrugion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not
need governmental control over hobby breeders. In fact. adding thousands of dog hobbyists to the

existing assignment of the U.S. Dept of Agricuture will ly over burden the ent, making it

herder to properly enforce the Welfare Act atall,

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve living

conditions for animals. In fact, there has been no substantial proof that these numbers of 25 dogs and 6

litters have any conniection to the quality of care or the need for regnlation. To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who are

doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good confotmation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would teke away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home ~based
breeding programs offer mentaily healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is uafair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being.

X respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill.

e L0 Vaaf ﬁww///

Address: /ch& Cacidat s Clocve, §E 297 0

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON S1139 (PAWS)

T am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute” (PAWS),

PAWS IS A PETA SUFPORTED BILL!  This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.

PETA is being investigated in North Carolina for the illegal killing and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS
is aste ight from the Animal Rights Agenda, which states: “We strongly discourage any further
breeding of companion animals, including pedigreed or purebred dogs and cats.” 1 strongly oppose the
attempt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owriers. PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal Jevel.

PAWS is the first step to governmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not
need governmental control over hobby breeders. In_fact, adding thousands of dog hobbvists to the

existing assignment of the 1.8, Dept of Agriculture will ereatly over burden the Department, making it

harder to 1ly enforce the Welfare Act at alf,

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not iraprove living

conditions for animals. In fact, there has been no substantial proof that these numbers of 25 dogs and 6
litters have any connection to the quality of care or the need for regulation, To invade the homes of

bhobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong, This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their anjmals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public, Home -based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love their apimsls and
take great pride in their care and well-being,

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill.

Nmez@ J%’%gnamm:@ /745“'& j /y[’ﬁé
Addmwaﬁ:m;ﬁi_ﬁ & Ay kf? A

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON 51139 (PAWS)

T am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute” (PAWS),

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.
PETA is being investigated in North Carolina for the illegal killing and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS
is a step straight from the Animal Rights Agenda, which states: “We strongly discourage any further

breeding of companion animals, including pedigreed or purebred dogs and cats.” 1 strongly oppose the
attempt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owriers. PAWS
will Jead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS is the first step fo governmental control of alf breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes, We do not
need governmental control over hobby breeders. - In fact, adding thousands of dog hobbvists to the
existing assignment of the U.S. Dept of Agriculture will greatly over burden the Department, making it

harder to properly enforce the Welfare Act at all.

PAWS limits on how many dogs seld (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve living
conditions for animals. In fact, there has been no substantial proof that these numbers of 25 and 6
litters have any connection to the quality of care or the need for regulation. To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized, PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
sotne breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home -based

breeding programs offer lly healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled reguiarly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being.

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill.

Namwe: @4{/5\/ /%,0/@_ Signatur -~ M

Address: [l /)r’(/lvz;«%-. £7 /407/2»,4/1.. s &78 0 (.0

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON 81139 (PAWS)

I am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute” (PAWS).

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.
PEYA is being investigated in North Carolina for the illegal killing and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS
is a step straight from the Animal Riphts Agenda, which states; “We strongly discourage arth

eeding of companion animals, includi di r purebred dogs and cats.” 1 strongly oppose the
attempt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owrers. PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS is the first step to governmental control of all breeders, The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is & government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not
need governmental control over hobby breeders. In fact, adding thousands of dog hobbyists 1o the
existing assignment of the U.S. Dept of Agriculture will greatly over burden the Department, making it
harder to properly enforce the Welfare Act atall.

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve living
conditions for animals. In fact, there has been no substantial proof that these numbers of 25 dogs and 6
litters have any connection to the guality of care or the need for regulation. To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby brecders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breod. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home -based
breeding programs offer mentaily healthy dogs because they are raised in homes {(some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being.

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill.

-

Name: _Farl__ Sew, 4o Signan ».&M_______
Address: 2y Lacy Yol Qo Maacoe. [\-o . A8N0

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON S1139 (PAWS)

1am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Stamte” (PAWS),

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.

PETA is being investigated in North Carolina for the illegal killing and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS
is a step straight from the Animal Rights Agenda, which states: “We ly discourage any further
breeding of companion animals, including pedigreed or purebred dogs and cats,” 1 strongly oppose the
attempt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owriers. PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS is the first step to governmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed, This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not
need governmental control over hobby breeders. In fact, adding thousands of dog hobbvists to the
existing assignment of the 1.S. Dept of Agriculture will greatly over burden the Department, making it
harder to properly enforce the Welfare Act at ail.

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve living
conditions for animals. In fact, there has been no substantial proof that these numbers of 25 dogs and 6
Yitters have any connection to the quality of care or the need for repulation. To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home ~based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly, These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill s unfair to all the ethical dog brecders in the ‘United States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being.

Ires lly urge you to reject the PAWS bi

Name: _] MaOL vﬁ({ﬁ r (C Signatt .
Address: ,2}3 MMN <§YL / Ll(f:ga"/

+

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON S1139 (PAWS)

Tam OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute” (PAWS),

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is & group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.
PETA is bemg investigated in North Carolina for the illegal killing and dumpmg of dogs and cats. PAWS

t from the Animal Ri Agends. which states: “We sf nrage any further

rwdmg of companion animals, including pedipreed or purebred dogs and gts 1 strongly oppose the

attempt of anima) rights groups to use government {o forther an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owners. PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS is the first step to governmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders® private homes. We do not
need governmental control over hobby breeders. In fact, adding thousands of dog hobbyists to the
existing assignment of the U.S. Dept of Apriculture will greatly over burden the Departm: aking it
harder to properl ¢ the Welfare Act at all.

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve living
conditions for animals. In fact. there has been no substantial proof that these numbers of 25 dogs and 6
litters have any connection to the quality of care or the need for regulation. To invade the homes of

hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legisiation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppiss to the public. Home —based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs becase they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularty. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being.

1 respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill.

Name:_[Nitche (] Deosn Lpar Signamrez'mvau A
Address: 20 9) Srpero E}O{ Randlesn an s 1317

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON S1139 (PAWS)

{ am OPPOSED to 5B 1139, the “Pet Animat Welfare Statute” (PAWS).

PAWS IS A PETA SUPFPORTED BILL!  This is 2 group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF,
PETA is being investigated in North Carolina for the illegal killing and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS
is a st ight from the Animal Rights Apenda, which states: “We strongly discourage any further
breeding of companion animals, including pedigreed or purebred dogs and cats.” 1 strongly oppose the

attempt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owrers. PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforee at federal level.

PAWS is the first step to governmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly atated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not
need governmental control over hobby breeders. In fact, adding thousauds of dog hobbyists to the

existing assignment of the U.S. Dept of Apriculture will greatly over burden the Department, making it
harder to properly enforce the Welfare Act at all.

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve living
conditions for animals, In fact, there has been no substantial proof that these numbers of 23 dogs and 6

litters have any connection to the guality of care or the need for regulation. To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who are

doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their anjmals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, climinate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home —based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

§
This bill is !nnfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being,

I respecifully urge you to reject the PAWS bill.
!

Namﬁﬁée.r_{- E ”.\\ Signamre:%i Z« /‘)(QZ/

Address: /5/ Lc.r/u:.// 0// .[Zanc/o/ B /(/CJ &27/ 5

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON $1139 (PAWS)

1 am OPPOSED to $B 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute™ (PAWS).

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.

PETA is being investigated in North Carolina for the illegal killing and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS
isa straight from the Animal Rights Agenda, which states: “We strongly discourage any further
breeding of companion animals, including pedigreed or purebred dogs and cats.” 1 strongly oppose the
attempt of animal rights groups 10 use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owners. PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS is the first step to governmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step™ in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not
need governmental control over hobby breeders. In fact, adding thousands of dog hobbyists to

existing assigniment of the U.S. Dept of Agriculture will greatly over burden the Department, making it
harder to properly enforce the Welfare Act at all.

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve living
conditions for amimals, In fact, there has been no substantial proof that these numbers of 25 dogs and §
litters have any connection to the quality of care or the need for regulation. To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. ‘Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most ble source of puppies to the public. Home —based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being.

1 respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill.

Nme:éljgﬂd(z o eg] (Zzt Signature: 4/01«049'/)7”7/}\/0»’&

Address: [D Y Wwao/m'oé:/p dr Cloer SC. 29710

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON S1139 (PAWS)

I am OPPOSED 1o SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute” (PAWS).

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.

PETA is being investigated in North Carolina for the illegal killing and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS
is a step straight from the Animal Rights Agenda, which states: “We strongly discourage any fu
breeding of companion animals, including pedigreed or purebred dogs and cats.” 1 strongly oppose the
attempt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owriers. PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFIER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS is the first step to gavernmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not
peed governmental control over hobby breeders. In fact, adding thousands of dog hobbyists to the
existing assignment of the U.S. Dept of Agriculture will greatly over burden the Department, making it
harder to properly enforce the Welfare Act at all,

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve living
conditions for animals. Ju fact, there has been no substantial proof that these numbers of 25 dops and 6
litters have any connection to the quality of care or the need for regulation. To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This Jegislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized, PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home ~based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being.

1 respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill.

Name: 1; /)/L:fj/ Signature:__ /L\ e
Address:él / \Fa‘ 26 19’}/1- “’ M E g ,l( ;7 ng Lol

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTIN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE:  SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON $1139 (PAWS)

Iam OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute” (PAWS),

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.
PETA is being investigated in North Carolina for the illegal killing and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS
is a ste ight from the Animal Rights Agenda, which states: “We strongly discourage any further

of companion animals, includin igreed or purgbred dogs and cats.” I strongly oppose the
attemnpt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commereial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owners, PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS is the first step to governmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes, We do not
need governmental control over hobby breeders. In fact, adding thousands of dog hobbyists to the
existing assignment of the U.S. Dept of Agriculture will greatly over burden the De; i
Dharder to properly enforce the Welfare Act at all.

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve living
conditions for animals, In fact, there has been no substantial proof that these numbers of 25 dogs and 6
litters have any connection to the quality of care or the need for regulation. To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals arc raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home ~bascd
breeding programs offer mentaily healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimurm source of well socialized pets.

This bill is uafair to all the cthical dog breeders in the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being.

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill,

Name; )ﬁw S‘M\.—* Signamre: ”Vﬂ:/r}w_\p <W

Address: %17 Rock Bl 5.0, 23% BK/’)

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON 51139 (PAWS)

Iam OPPOSED 1o SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute” (PAWS).

PAWS IS APETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.

PETA is being investigated in North Carolina for the illegal killing and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS
is a step straight from the Animal Rights Apenda, which states: “We strongly discourage any further
breeding of companion animals, including pedigreed or purebred dogs and cats.” | strongly oppose the

attempt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owners. PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, connty and state regnlation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at foderal level.

PAWS is the first step to governmental controf of all breeders, The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is & government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not
need governmental control over hobby breeders. In fact, adding thousands of dog hobbyists to the -
existing assignment of the U.8. Dept of Agricutture will greatly over burden the Department, making it
harder to properly enforce the Welfarg Act atall.

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve living
conditions for animals. In fact, there has been no substantial proof that these numbers of 25 dogs and 6

litters have any connection to the quality of care or the need for regulation. To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who are

doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby brceders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, elininate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home —based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being,

1 respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS biil.

Name: \J 2GS e B L"C,(;IS e Signature:
address: (3 DAL Blucic I@urfj

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON §1139 (PAWS)

1 am OPPOSED to 5B 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute” (PAWS).

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF,
PETA is being investigated in North Carolina for the illegal killing and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS
isasg ight from the Animal Rights Agenda, which states: “We strongly discourage anv further
reeding of co jon animals, includin i or purebred do s.” I strongly oppose the
attempt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owners. PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS is the first step to governmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders roquired to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not
need governmental control over hobby breeders. In fact, adding thousands of dog hobbyists to the
existing assignment of the U.S. Dept of Agriculture will greatly over burden the making it

harder to properly enforce the Welfare Act at all,

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve living
conditions for apimals. In fact, there has been no substantial proof that these numbers of 25 dogs and 6

i any connection to the quality of care or the need for regulation. To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong, This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Theit animals arc raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, climinate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home —based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handlied regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being.

1 respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill.

Name: O U YNE € siguatwre L2 8 VNE (oo 0()
Address: 40§ MG{\D(\ & v

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON S1139 (PAWS)

1am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Weifare Statute” (PAWS).

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.

PETA is being investigated in North Carolina for the illegal killing and duraping of dogs and cats. PAWS
is a step straight from the Animal Rights Agendn, which states: “We strongly discourage any further
breeding of companion animals, including pedigreed or purebred dogs and cats” 1 strongly oppose the

atternpt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owners. PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS is the first step to governmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders’ pnvahe homes. We da not
need governmental control over hobby breeders. In fact, adding thousands of dog hobbyists to the

existing assignment of the U.S. Dept of Agriculture will greatly over burd __tb_g_Dcmnggg__a_h_ngjg
harder to property enforce the Welfare Act at all.

PAWS limifs on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve living
conditions for animals. In fact, there has been no substantial proof that these numbers of 2

fitters have any connection to the guahgy of care or the need for regulation. To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. 'They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home ~based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being.

1 respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill,

Name: O&M\xﬁ‘l"w{/ Slgnature %/
Address: 25 %@W ﬂ

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE:; SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON S1139 (PAWS)

1 am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute” (PAWS),

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL!  This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF,

PETA is being investigated in North Carolina for the illegal killing and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS
is a step straight from the Animal Rights Agenda, which states: “We strongly discourage any further
breeding of companion animals, including pedigreed or purebred dogs and cats.” | strongly oppose the

attempt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owriers. PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS is the first step to governmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders” private homes. We do not
need governmenta! control over hobby breeders. In fact, adding thousands of dog hobbyiststothe -
existing assignment of the U.S. Dept of Agriculture will greatly over burden the Department, making it

harder to properly enforce the We t at all.

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve living
counditions for animals. In fact, there has been no substantial proof that these numbers of 25 dogs and 6

litters have any connection to the quality of care or the need for regulation. To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who are

doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home —based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets,

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being,

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill.

Name: pfjr . SF"\(SQ A, Sigr
Address: Y2/f /{/_/ Cantden réh_fl‘

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON 51139 (PAWS)

Iam OPPOSED to 8B 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute” (PAWS).

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.
PETA is being investigated in North Carolina for the illegal killing and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS
18 a step straight from the Animal Rights Agends, which states: “We stronply discourage any further

breeding of companion animals, including pedigreed or purebred dogs and cats.” 1 strongly oppose the
attempt of animal rights groups to use government to {urther an extremist agenda which will redefine

breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owners, PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS is the first step to governmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is 2 government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not
need governmental control aver hobby breeders. In fact, adding thousands of dog hobbyists to the
existing assignment of the U.S. Dept of Agriculture will greatly over burden the Department. making it
harder to properly enforce the Welfare Act at all.

PAWS limits on how many dogs seld (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve living
conditions for animals. In fact, there has been no substantial proof that these numbers of 25 dogs and 6
litters have any connection to the quality of care or the need for regulation, To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
sociatized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home ~based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs becanse they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

'This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders iu the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-heing.

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill,

Name: ___signature:_Dlan [aes

Address: __ 44 8( o&"'ﬂma)}/ s S [Lm?é— ﬁr{

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON S1139 (PAWS)

1 am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pct Animal Welfare Statute” (PAWS),

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL!  This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.
PETA s being investigated in North Carolina for the illegal killing and dumping of dogs and cats, PAWS
is a step straight from the Animal Rights Agenda, which states: “We strongly discourage any further

breeding of companion animals, including pedigreed or purebred dogs and cats.” 1 strongly oppose the
attempt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine

breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owners, PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS is the first step to governmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not
need governmental control over hobby breeders. In fact, adding thousands of dog hobbyists to the
existing assignment of the U.S. t of Agriculture will greatly over burden the Departiment, making it
harder to properly enforce the Welfare Act at all.

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) docs not improve living
conditions for animals. In fact, there has been no substantial proof that these numbers of 25 dogg and 6
litters have any connection to the quality of care or the need for regulation. To invade the homes of

hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental (o those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home —based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly, These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being.

T respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS hill.

Name: i }(,, “ f !‘ ‘ 9 Mﬁlﬁ/ Sigx}ature: W

Address: lq/q F._\D;‘J Mm‘cf?”\ 7\/«(}

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON S1139 (PAWS)

1am OPPOSED t0 SB 113§. the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute” (PAWS),

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF,

PETA is being investigated in North Carofina for the illegal killing and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS
ig a step straight from the Animal Rights Agenda. which states: “We strongly discourage any further
breeding of companion animals, i ing pedigreed of bre g8 ats.” 1 strongly oppose the
attempt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of respongsible breeders and animal owners, PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to

enforce at federal level.

PAWS is the first step to governmental control of gll breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally Jicensed. This is a govemment intrusion into hobby breeders® private homes. We do not

veed governmental control over hobby breeders. In fact. adding thousands of dog hobbyi 3]
gxisting assi Agri ill great] proli Department, making i

PAWS limits on how many dogs seld (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve living
conditions for animals. In fact, there has been no substantial proof that these numbers of 25 dogs and 6
litters have any connection to the guality of care or the need for regulation, To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legisiation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socinlized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public, Home —based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfalr to all the etbical dog brecders in the United States whe Jove their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being.

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill.

Name: L\id«‘c\ TS (J)?C‘.wa@( Signature: y 1 . C
Address: ‘l"SOEL{v\;l«; C"MHCL\ ‘Re‘ ¢ CL\'\NC&'\ "D\dmd ‘VAQ&?S_B

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725



160

ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON $1139 (PAWS)

1 am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statate” (PAWS).

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.
PETA is being investigated in North Carolina for the illegal killing and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS

is a step Straight from the Animal Rights Agenda. which states: “We stronglv discourage an er
breeding of companion animals, including pedigreed or purebred dogs and cats” 1 strongly oppose the

attempt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the cights of regponsible breeders and animal owners, PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regnlation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS is the first step to governmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not

need governmental contro] over hobby breeders. In fact, adding thousands of dog hobbyists to the
AR . e - urden the Department. making i

existing assignment of th priculture will grestly over by

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does ot fmprove Hving
conditions for animals, In fi ere has been no su | bers of 25 dogs and 6
litters have any connection to the quality of care or the peed for regulation. To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental 1o those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, climinate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home -based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love their snimais and
take great pride in their care and well-being,

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill,

Nam’e kﬁj\k\g\\m%’\iﬂ Signaturég i ‘\L“Q%JL,”W\O}\)\(‘\
Address::;}\q f*\nﬁu)m?d oy M\Y\Q&U\S\Lﬂ C::C :)%({0

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON 81139 (PAWS)

I am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute” (PAWS),

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.
PFTA is bemg mvesugated in Nonh Carohna for the xllegal knllmg and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS
ﬁ-o the ch W ply dig y_farthes

g i : ee ats.” Istrong!yopposethe
attempt of animal nghts groups to use govemment to further an extremlst agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owners. PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS is the first step to governmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal fo have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes, We do not
need governmental control over hobby breeders, In fact, gdding th ds of

existing assi nt of the 1.8, Dept of Agricyl will greatly ovi den artment, making i

h to properly enf e We Act at all.

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and how mnny iitters (6) does not lmpmve living
condmons for apimals. In fact, ti 2 ; that theg 3 of gs a1

lifters have any connection to the guali g ot ggg or the nm for rcgglmon To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong, This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobhy breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home ~based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets,

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being.

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS hill,

Name: ‘;72'1( ‘F M(C /0‘( A Signature: : mﬁ/
ndoress: 2 )0 Comber/and A, Crrecu'fle <2 7367

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON 51139 (PAWS)

1 am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute™ (PAWS).

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.
PETA is being investigated in North Carolina for the illegal killing and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS

is a step straight from the Animal Rights Agenda, which states: “We strongly discourage any further
breeding of anion animals, includi i or and cats.” 1strongly oppose the

attempt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owniers. PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it hag been proven impossible to
enforce at federal leval,

PAWS is the first step to governmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally ticensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders® private horases, We do not
need governmental control over hobby breeders. In f; ing thousands of ists to th

isting assignment of the 1.8, D Agriculture will great burden the Depa t i

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve living
conditions for animals. In fact, th been no sul j f that these num! dogs an
litters have any connection to the guality of care or the need for regulation. To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their anituals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home —based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill Is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being.

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill.

Signa;xre:‘m%;, m,__._,.-____‘-..., .

DA

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725



163

ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON S1139 (PAWS)

1 am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Siatute” (PAWS).

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is a2 group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.

PETA is being investigated in North Carolina for the illegal killing and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS
i straight he Animal Rights Ages ich states; “We strongly discourage any further

g 3 ing pedigreed or purebred dogs and cats.” 1 strongly oppose the
attempt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owniers. PAWS
will lead to more restrictive Jocal, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
anforce at federal level,

B L

PAWS is the first step to governmental control of all breeders, The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not
need governmental control over hobby breeders, ing tho s of do; i

ists to
existing assignment of the U.8. Dept of Agriculture will greatly ovet burden the Department, making it
harder to properly enforce the Welfare Act at all.

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve living
conditions for animals. In fact, there has been no substanti f of 25 and
litters have any connection to the quality of care or the need for regulation, To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home —based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States whe love their animals and
take great pride in thefr care and well-being,

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill.

Name: J{, 1) fisg K agonmo Signature;_H 4 Ao L.
Address: _577¢ an‘rrg Acres A Ashebere N0 AM05

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTIN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON S$1139 (PAWS)

Tam OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute™ (PAWS),

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is & group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.
PETA is bemg mvesngatcd in North Carohna for the megal knlhng snd dumpmg of dogs and cats. PAWS
from i which states: gly dis further

% : d edig gs and cats.” lstronglyopposethc
attempt of animal rights gmups o use govemment to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owtiers. PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS is the first step to governmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step™ in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally Yicensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not
need governmental control over hobby breeders. In fact, adding thousands of dog hobbyists to the
existi signment of the U.S. Dept of Agriculture will greatly over burden th artinen ing it
harder to properly enforce the Welfare Act at all.

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve living
conditions for anjmals. ] there has been n tantial f that the mbers of 2 and

ave an ection to the quali care or the need for regulation. To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard, Their animals ate raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home ~based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfajr to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being,

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill.

et

NameDC.«.;_\ Loa na S Sign 0( 9@

Address: Ly | (e (,,cfxc«—Dr Aoeke ?ﬁt\) S\C. QL)Q-D(D

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY i

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON §1139 (PAWS)

[ am OPFOSED to 8B 1139, the *Pet Animal Welfare Statute” (PAWS),

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL!  This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.
PETA is bemg mvestxgated in North thna far the \Ilegnl kmmg and dumpmg of dog,s and cats PAWS
ﬁ'o g “Wi gly di ge :

attempt of ammsl ngms groups to use govemment to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owrers. PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level,

PAWS is the first step to governmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step™ in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not
need governmental control over hobby breeders mm@gwmw;@

existing assignment of the 1.8, atly ov i
W@ﬁmﬁﬂﬂf&s&ﬂ&

PAWS Hlmits on how many dogs sokl (15) and how many htters {6) does not !mprove living
conditions for animais. In ! as be Ia at thes f g3 and
litters have any connection to gbe gnnh;x g{m r.the ggd for gggg}auog To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legisiation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most 1o help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They sre already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socielized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and geverely limit or possibly with
some breads, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home ~based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are mised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets,

This bill is vnfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the Unlted Staivs who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being,

1 respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill.

Name: ““"" TIE) fS T Signature: Ww

Address: STEDO (S E P CHPARLOTTE AT O5a0S

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE:; SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON $1139 (PAWS)

1 am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute” (PAWS).

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL!  This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF,
PETA is being investigated in North Carolina for the illegal killing and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS
i a step straight from the Animal Rights Agends, which states: “We strongly discourage any further
breeding ani imals, includ gre rebre and cats.” I strongly oppose the
attempt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owriers. PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regnlation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS is the firat step to governmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step™ in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not
need governmental control over hobby breeders. In fact, adding thousands of dog hobbyists to the
existing assignment of the U.S, Dept of Agricilture will greatly over burden the Department, making it
harder to properly enforce the Welfare Act at all,

PAWS Hmits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve living
conditions for animals. In fact, there has been po substanti: f that bers of 2

litters have any connection to the quality of care or the need for regulation. To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong, This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and bresding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard, Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home ~based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being.

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill,

Name: M\Q}\Eﬂe Wevll[& Signature: ML@& %dﬂl}m
aaaes: YO BOX |OUS Frazer A 19355

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON S1139% (PAWS)

1am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute™ (PAWS).

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.
PETA s bemg mvesngated in Nonh Carolma for the sllcgal kmmg and dumpmg of dogs a.nd cats. PAWS
s Ag 5: “We strol 3 ¢]

breeding of gg;mzamon nmmals, lggmgmg M gr_e,gd or pm}m dogs and mg," ] su'ongl'y opposc the
attempt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owriers. PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS is the first step to governmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step™ in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not

need govcrmnental control over hobby breeders In &c;, adding thonmgg of dog hobbyists 19 m
p the U, griculiy g : : aking i
barder tQ gmrly enforce the Welfm Actatall,

PAWS lmits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve living
conditions for animals. mmmmw&m&m

litters have any connection 1o the quality of care of the need for regulation. To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legisiation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They aro already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home —based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are mised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfair to ail the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being,

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill.

Namc‘aﬁ’)’lw &(’fWL Signaturg’_ 2/ -
Address: )'/}7&5&)2/’ Md ‘fVlﬁW 71/(/ ?72/'/ S"

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE; SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON §1139 (PAWS)

1am OPPOSED 1o SB 1139, the “Pet Animsl Welfare Statute” (PAWS),

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.
PETA s bemg investigated in North Carolina for the illegal killing and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS
is ste t fro the Am al Rj; A ey whic! tam « di further

: f ; 2 Iy 2 ate” 1 stmngly oppose the
attempt of animal rights groups to use govemment to further an exﬁemrst agcnda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owsiers. PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level,

PAWS is the first step to governmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not
need governmental control over hobby breeders. In fact, adding thoysands of dog hobbyi

existing assignment of the U.S. Dept of Agriculture will greatly over burden the Department, making it
harder to properly enforce the Welfare Act at all.

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve living
conditions for animals. In there has 0o sul tial that numbers of 25

litters have any connection to the quality of care or the need for regulation, To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental fo those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who brecd selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, climinate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home ~based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being,

I respectfully urge you to refect the PAWS bill,

Narme: /'ry;W\ /W/v Signature: '7;,«‘\ w/

Address: 3 Ewm px ) C4es % 15362

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON $1139 (PAWS)

I am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Weifare Statute” (PAWS).

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL!  This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.
PETA is being investigated in North Carolina for the illegal killing and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS
is @ step straight from the Apimal Rights Apenda, which states: “We strongly discourage any further

i ion animals, ingiudin, i or ed do; d cats.” 1 strongly oppose the
attempt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owners. PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level. :

PAWS is the first siep to governmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all bresders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not
need governmental control over hobby breeders, In fact, adding thousands of dog hobbyists to the

existing assignment of the U.S, Dept of Agriculture will greatly over burden the Departmeni, making it
harder to properly enforce the Welfare Act at all.

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and how ma;:y litters (6) does not improve living

conditions for animals. In fact, there hag been no substantial proof that these numbers of 25 dogs and 6
litters have any connection to the quality of care or the need for regulation. To invade the homes of

hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimenta! to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals arc raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, ¢liminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home —based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are mised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being.

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill,

Nume: Lolrzsn_Kelr Sigwors_Dflulisst ekl f—
Address; 70 Box 37 PBer Chudvr PA- 1P5%/G

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON §1139 (PAWS)

I am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute” (PAWS).

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.
PETA is being investigated in North Carolina for the illegal killing and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS

is a step straight from the Animal Rights Agenda, which states: “We strongly discourage any further
breeding of companion animals, including pedigreed or purebred dogs and cats.” 1 strongly oppose the

attempt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owners. PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS I3 the first step to governmental control of g}l breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step™ in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not
need governmental control over hobby breeders. In fact, adding thousands of dog hobbyists to the
existing assignment of the U.S. Dept of Agriculture will great] arimer ing j

harder to properly enforce the Welfare Actatall,

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve living
conditions for animals. In fact, there has been no substantial proof that these numbers of 25 dogs and 6
litters have any connection to the quality of care or the need for regulation, To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are zlready health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Thejr animsls are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public, Home —based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders In the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being.

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill,

Name: _ K(J,U.u\ Foc porman Signature:
Address: B1Q (05 r‘—\b‘lf\‘ﬂc\)ié’l v Bl AN RRTAT.

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON 81139 (PAWS)

I am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the *Pet Animal Welfare Statute™ (PAWS),

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.

PETA is being investigated in North Carolina for the illegal killing and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS
is a step strajght fr Animal Rights Agenda, which states: “We stron i an er
breeding of co jon animals, includin i red dogs and cats.” 1 strongly oppose the
attemnpt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owrers, PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation ARTER it hag been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS is the first step to governmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is & government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not
need governmental control over hobby breeders. In fact, adding thousands of dog hobbyists to the

existing assignment of the U.S. Dept of Agriculture will greatly over burden the Department, making it
harder to properly enforce the Welfare Act at all.

PAWS limits on how many dogs
conditions for animals. In fact, ther at these numbers o dogs ay
litters have any connection to the quali ion, To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public, Home —based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve living
CIe 083 Q9 antial p ‘. AL HICS 3

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love thelr animals and
trke great pride in thelr care and well-being,

1 respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill.

Name: __Tohn _pn!# Signature: __#{/ / M

Address: ﬁm ){IIK‘AFJ D H(LL:/F) N?, $/{1/’/

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON 51139 (PAWS)

1sm OPPOSED 1o SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute” (PAWS),

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.
PETA is being investigated in North Carolina for the illegal killing and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS
H Ao o 3 cta s ", o 1

Animal Rights Agenda which states: “We strongly discoutage any furthe:
breeding of compapion animals, including pedigreed or purebred dogs and cats,” 1 strongly oppose the

attempt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owners. PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS is the first step to governmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step™ in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not
need governmental control over hobby breeders. In fact, addi hobbyists to

existing asgignment of the U.S, Dept of Agricuiture will greatly over burden the Department, making it
harder to properly enforce the Welfare Act at all.

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve living
conditions for animals. In fa has been no substantial f that these numbers

litters have any connection to the quality of care or the need for regulation. To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legisiation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/habby breeders who breed sefectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are alrcady health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breads, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home —based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs becauss they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfeir to all the ethical dog breeders In the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being,

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill.

Name: 5“&?&\1@\) ’V‘Ok/'w””) Signature: )mwy W’L'?Q"~/ ‘

Address: l?-o’ Qboy‘ 217 ':DALW ~C 'LC?’OZ.(/

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE:  SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON §1139 (PAWS)

1am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute” (PAWS).

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.
PETA is being investigated in North Carolina for the illegal killing and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS

is a step siraight from the Animal Rights A which states: “We stroy di e any further
breeding of companion animals, including pedigreed or purebred dogs and cats.” 1 strongly oppose the

attempt of animal rights groups to use govemment to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owners. PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it hag been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS is the first step to governmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is & government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not
need governmental control over hobby breeders. In fact. adding thousands of dog hobbyists to the

existing assignment of the U.S. Dept of Agriculture will greatly over burden the Department, making it
harder to property enforce the Welfare Act at all.

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many ltters (6) does not improve living
conditions for animals. In fact, there has been o substantial proof that these numbers of 25 dogs and §
Litters have any connection to the quality of care or the need for regulstion. To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformatjon and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home ~based
breeding programs offer mentally bealthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is uafair to all the ethical dog breeders In the United States who Jove their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being.

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill,

Name: 2 ; Signature;

Address; ﬁ@ . .&( [o% L /4{'_9 )1/0

/69

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON 81139 (PAWS)

I am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute” (PAWS),

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.
PETA s bemg investigated in North Carolina for the illegal killing and dumping of dogs and cats, PAWS
isast ight ﬁ'om the Ammal end wh:c os: “We stro. iscourage an
breedi f ding and cats.” 1strongly oppose the
atternpt of animal nghts groups to use govcmmcnt to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owriers. PAWS
will Jead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS Is the first step to governmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step™ in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is 2 government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not
need govcrnmental controt over hobby breeders fact addm ds of dog h ists to the

{ the eatl thy artment, maki

4 S g iy
harder to properly enforce the ngfggg Act at all,
PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve living

conditions for animals. In fact, there has been no substantial proof that these numbers of 25 dogs and 6

litters have any connection to the quality of care or the need for regulation. To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who are

doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public, Home ~based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in thelr care and well-being,

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill,

Name: {/(m, /j ﬁ/ﬂ%ﬁjﬁb Signature:

Address: 2. 4 / 1-/ Tone g ,f’ L S 22
acksonville p /t?@{

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON §1139 (PAWS)

Iam OPPOSED 1o SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute” (PAWS),

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL!  This is a group with terrorist tics with ELF and ALF.
PETA is being investigated in North Carolina for the illegal killing and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS
is a step suaight from the Animal Rights Agenda, which states: “We strongly discourage any further

ing anion animals, i ing pedi ¢ gsand cats.* | strongly oppose the
attempt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owners. PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS is the first step to governmental control of all breeders, The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step™ in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders® private homes. We do not

need governmental control over hobby breeders. ing thousands of dog hobbyists to
existing assi o icy will over burden the Departin,
h ) Act at all,

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve lving
conditions for animals, In fa ere has been bstantial hat thege numbers o dogs a
litters have any connection to the quality of care or the need for regulation, To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home —based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who Jove their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being.

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill.

Name: &nndm\ &9&1 Signature:

Address: [/§17 ﬂ(vrrhmer CL‘AY‘{D“" Ne A9 2

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON §1139 (PAWS)

Lam OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statote” (PAWS).

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.
PETA is being investigated in North Carolina for the illegal killing and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS

is a step straight the Ani ights Agen: :_“We strongly di further
breeding of companion animals, including pedigreed ot purebred dogs and cats.” 1 strongly oppose the

attempt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owners, PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level,

PAWS is the first step to governmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have al! breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby bresders’ private homes. We do not

need governmental control over hobby breeders, In fact, adding thousands of dog hobbvists to the

sting assignment of the U.S. Dept of Agri i artment. mak}

fure will gres

harder to properly enforce the Welfare Act at g m

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6
conditions for animals, thers has been no substantial proo gs 2
litters have jon t K r the need for regulation, To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong, This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home ~based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love thelr animals and
take great pride in their eare and well-being.

1 respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill.

Name: %(k,‘ /A’“/’?;PJ Signature: L/Q.M‘Z/Q -/Mm
Address: s, /D/c/nm.n Wk Grele A&BV///@,NQ 75‘8%

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON $1139 (PAWS)

1 am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute” (PAWS).

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is a group with terrorist tics with ELF and ALF.
PETA is being investigated in North Carolina for the illegal killing and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS

is 2 ste) ight from the Animal Rights Agenda, which : “We str discoura,
breeding of companion animals, including pedigreed or purebred dogs and cats.” I strongly oppose the

attempt of animal rights groups to use government to fixther an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owners. PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS is the first step to governmentsl control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not

need governmental control over hobby breeders. In fact, adding thousands of dog hobbyists to the
existing assignment o U.S. t iculture wi over en the De t, making j
harder to properly en o Welfare atall.

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve living

conditions for animals. In fact, there has been no substantial proof that these pumbers of 25 dogs and 6
litters have any conpection to the quality of care or the need for regulation, To invade the homes of

hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard, Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, climinate the bost and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home —based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breadets are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the Unlted States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being.

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill.

=
WD —
//w‘n{ Nl LELRE

Name:%/faﬁ’)"‘ /J;Zk//%m Si

7

Address: ﬁc’) /30)< !/ <S?/ V/J/f;g

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON $1139 (PAWS)

1am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute” (PAWS),

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.
PETA is being investigated in North Carolina for the illegal killing and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS

isast aight from the Anirpal Rights Agenda, which states: * ly discoul further
breeding of companion animals, including pedigreed or purebred dogs and cats.” 1 strongly oppose the

attempt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owriers. PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level,

PAWS is the first step to governmental conirol of aj] breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a govetnment intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not

need govemmental control over hobby breeders fg_qx, add; gg thousands of dog hob!_msts 10 mg

harder to proj force the We ctata l

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve lving
condiﬁons for animals. In fact, there has been no substantial proof that these numbers of 25 dogs and 6

tters have any connection to the quality of care or the need for regulation. To invade the homes of
hobbry breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to belp animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard, Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home -based
breeding programs offer mentally heaithy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfair to ail the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being,

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill,

Name: ALICIRED  FOINETY; Signature; QW/

Address: _ (SORO  JUNCE C‘J%QQCO% AN OI05-

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON 51139 (PAWS)

1 am OPPOSED io SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statote” (PAWS).

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.
PETA s bemg investigated i in Nonh Camlma for the 1llegal kﬂlmg and dumpmg ofdogs and cats PAWS

gh 2 86 any further
hreedmg of companion animals. mclugmg mdrgreed or gurebmd dgg; and cats " I strongly oppose the

attempt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owriers, PAWS
will Jead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS is the first step to governmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally Heensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not
need governmental control over hobby breeders, In fact, sdding thousands of dog hobbyists to the -
existing assignment of the U.8. Dept of Agriculture will greatly over burden the Department, making it
harder to property enforce the Welfare Act at al},

PAWS limits on how many dngs sold (25) and how many Mtters (6) does not improve livieg

conditions for apimals. In fact, there hag been no substantial proof that these numbers of 25 dogs and §
litters have any connection to the quality of gare or the need for regulstion. To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who are

doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the broed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home ~based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of welt socialized pets.

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in thelr care and well-being,

I respectfuily urge you to reject the PAWS bill.

Nam@ﬁ mme d’m ﬁm Sig Roxarng T&\t I -

adtess:_J05 A Suradyunlk Ot Aodorsan S 299

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON $1139 (PAWS)

1am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Anlwual Welfare Statute” (PAWS),

PAWS 1S A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.

ETA is being investigated in North Carolina for the illegal killing and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS
s a step straight from the Anima ghts Agenda, which states: “We strongly discourage any furthe;
breeding of companion animals, including pedigreed or purebred dogs and cats.” 1 strongly oppose the
attempt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owriers, PAWS
will Jead 1o more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal Jevel.

PAWS is the first step to governmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not
need governmental control over hobby breeders, In fact, adding thonsands of dog hobbyists to the

Xisting assignment S, of Agri will greatl T e Department, maki

harder to properly enforce the Welfare Act at all.

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve living
conditions for animals. In fact, there has been no substantia] proof that these numbers of 25 dogs and 6
litters have any connecti ¢ quality of r the need for regulation, To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong, This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard, Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home ~based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

3

This bill is unfuir to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who Jove their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being.

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill.

Name: ng See Queen Signature:

Address: 29 |9 Lo r v/ Ly TDr Gasdonye nE SRosn

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTIN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON §$1139 (PAWS)

1am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute”™ (PAWS).

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.

PETA is being investigated in North Carolina for the illegal killing and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS
is a step straight fr imal Rights Agenda. which states: * i e any further
breeding of compa imals, i g pedigreed or purcbred dogs and cats.” I strongly oppose the
attempt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owniers, PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS is the first step to governmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders® private homes. We do not

need governmental control over hobby breeders. In addin ds of dog hobbyists to
existing assignment of the U.3, Dept of Agriculture will greatly oyer burden the Department, making jt
harder rly enforce the Wi ct at afl.

PAWS }Jimits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve living
conditions for animals, In fact, th n 1o substantial numbers of 25 do

Litters have any conpection to the quality of care or the need for regulation. To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, climinate the best and most reputable source of puppies o the public. Home —based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. Theso breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love thelr animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being.

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill, |

Narme: M‘P)L\SSO\ ’Dﬂ\\‘(\s Signature: | |/ : '
Address:_LHAA ?{DY\Y\ De. %MO}H’; NC/ HEOL A,

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON §1139 (PAWS)

1am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute” (PAWS).

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL) This is a group with terrorigt ties with ELF and ALF.
PETA is bemg mvesugated in North Carolma for the xllegal kxllmg and dumpmg of dogs and cats. EA
h s

mdmg gf wmpg_mon animals. mclgdmg pggl g[e_ed or. pnmbmg Qggg nnd cm‘” 1 strongly oppose the
attempt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owriers. PAWS
will lead fo more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS is the first step to governmental contral of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed, This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not
need governmental control over hobby breeders. In fact, adding thousands of dog hobbyists to the
gxisting assignment of the U.S, Dept of Agricuiture will greatly over burden the Department, making it
harder to properly enforce the Welfare Act at all.

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve living

conditions for animals. In fact, there has been po substantial proof that these numbers of 25 dogs and 6
litters have any connection to the quality of care or the need for regulation. To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these nurbers is wrong, This legislation will be detrimental to those who are

doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home ~based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly, These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love thelr snimals and
take great pride in their care and well-being.

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill,

Name: ' V\

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON 81139 (PAWS)

I am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute” (FAWS),

PAWS IS APETA SUPPORTED BILL!  This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.
PETA is being investigated in North Carolina for the illegal killing and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS

is a step straight from the Animal Rights Agenda. which states: “We strongly discourage any fusther
breeding of companion animals. including pedigreed or purebred dogs and cats.” 1 strongly oppose the

attempt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owriers, PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federai level.

PAWS i3 the first step to governmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not
need governmental control over hobby breeders. In fact, adding thousands of dog hobbyists to the
existing assignment of the U.S. Dept of Agriculture will greatly over burden the Department, making it

harder to propert ce the Wi Ag] 1.

PAWS limits on how many dogs soid (25) and how many Htters (6) does not improve living
conditions for animals. In fact, there hag been no substantial proof that these numbers of 25 dogs and 6
litters have any connection to the quality of care or the need for regulation. To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their anitals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the pubtic, Home ~based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These brecders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being,

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill.

Name@’\\\ P\v&]t myhl‘f)SOﬂ Signature: {71
aseresn Q017 oot (Maiden Pd, Naiden Mo, 9150

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON 51139 (PAWS)

Iam OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Anintal Welfare Statute” (PAWS),

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF
PETA is bemg mvesngawd in North Carolma for the megal kxﬂmg and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS
hi gh d 5 any fu

jion anim red dogs and 1 stmngly oppose the
attempt of am'.ma! rights groups to use govcmmcnt to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owriers. PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS is the first step to governmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first s step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion mto bobby breeders’ private homes. We do not
necd govemmenml mntml over hobby breeders. ing thousan hobbyists to

ill gre er bugden the Depa

hgﬁg{ to pmp_grlx enforce the Welfm Act at all L

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve Mving

conditions for animals, | ere has been tantial proof th numbers of 2
litters have any connection to the quality of care or the need for regulation, To invade the homes of

hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breedmg for good conformation and
temperament according to the broed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable saurce of puppies to the public. Home -based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being.

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill.,

Name%W {{) Cfa(\(- 0\\ Sngnamre %/‘/ K
address: 205G 4G (ngé’é Qa CK ll/l \ Q. 25752

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON S1139 (PAWS)

1am OPPOSED to 8B 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute” (PAWS),

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF,
PETA is bemg mvesugated in Noﬂh Carolma for the mcgal k:llmg and dumpmg of dogs and cats. PAWS
: W ly dig rthes

Animg : chred dog 8. Islrong)y opposc the
attampt of animal rlghts groups 1o use govemment to further an extremlst agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owners. PAWS
will lead to more restrictive Jocal, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal fevel,

PAWS is the first step to governmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed, This i a government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not
need govemmental control over hobby breeders In fact, addigg thousands of Qog hobbyists to the

gricul 11 great srd B jaking i

harder 1y enforce Wel e Actatall,

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve living
conditions for animals. In fact, there has no substantigl

itters have any connection to uality of care or the need for regylation. To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperameitt according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home ~based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being.

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill,

Name: Bi/}LCﬂ“FvL* Signature; % %_

it Y38 @lort'is Shoo, ARel ﬂVc/f’n & DXS/2

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON 81139 (PAWS)

1am QPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Avimal Welfare Statute” (PAWS),

PAWS I8 A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALE,
PETA is bemg mveshgmed in North Carolma for the )llegal k:llmg and dumpmg of dogs and cats. E ws
the l da, whi W d ; :

e : : g s” 1 strongly oppose the
attempt of ammal rights groups to uso govcmmcnt to ﬁxrther an extremlst agenda which wxll redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owners. PAWS

will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS is the first step to governmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not
need governmental control over hobby breeders. In fact, addin dog hobbyi

exigting agsignment of the U.S. Dept of Agriculture wil ly over burden the Department, making i
harder to properly enforce the Welfare Act at al

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve living
conditions for animals. In fact, there has been no sybstantial proof that these numbers of 25 dogs and 6
litters have any connection 10 the guality of care or the need for regulation. To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legisiation will be detri 1 to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
somne breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home -based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly, These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-belng.

1 respectfully nrge you to reject the PAWS bill.

Nﬂmei\glf‘-—hﬂr DQ VOLENIIIE Simm:_kdzwej/«QMl} 0*1/"“//

Address: K!Zs ,\(w\f u(ab §,,@U’\ Vd-’\QSTV"{/&:- N’C, %)79XL/

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON §1139 (PAWS)

1am OPPOSED to SB 1 139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute” (PAWS).

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.
PETA is being investigated in North Carolina for the illega! killing and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS

b = Al 18
atterpt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owriers, PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS is the first atep to governmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goa! 1o have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders® private homes. We do not
need governmental control over hobby breeders. In adding tho 5 Of hobbyi

existing assignment of the U.S. Dept of Agriculture will greatly over burden the Department, making it
harder to properly enforce the Welfare Act at alf.

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many Jitters (6) does not improve living
conditions for animals. In fact, there has been no sybstantial proof that these numbers of 25 dogs and 6
litters have any connection to the quality of care or the need for regulation. To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home ~based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfair to all the ethieal dog breeders in the United States who love their animals and
take great pride In their care and well-being.

1 respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill,
Name: 3 l@ @)\/ Signature: »\\Uw ﬁ\’\“

address: {6 AMotopows b STAne, A 4 /é’{'

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON §1139 (PAWS)

oS-, ~- ot e

1 am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute” (PAWS),

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL!  This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF,
PE’I‘A is bemg investigated in Noﬂh Camlma fot the illegal kxllmg and dumpmg of dogs and cats. PAWS
Ani 3 hich s dis :

¥ ig a, A ely dis( q e
mgmg gf comgamo;; ammals, ngludmg pgﬂ gm or purel @ gogg ang cats.” 1 strongty oppose the
attempt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owners. PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS is the first step to governmental control of gli breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breedors’ private homes. We do not

need governmental control over hobby breeders. In fact, adding thousands of dog hobbyists to the
exi assi t of the t of Agricuiture will oyer burden the De Ent, maki

harder to properly enforce th We Actat

PAWS Jimits on how many dogs sold (25) and bow many litters (6) dees not improve living
conditions for animals. In fact, there has been no substantial f that these n 25

ifters have any connection to the quality of care or the need for lation. To invade the homes of
habby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed sclectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home ~based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who Jove their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being,

1 respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill.

Name: 00«'«%/1‘ AS’ HMurray Signamre’j. \55£§=i:‘:i \S\> Ef” »

Address: 525 0% Ko eer N MY e : Yo,
FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON 81139 (PAWS)

1am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute” (PAWS).

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL!  This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.
PETA is bemg mvcsngnted in North Caro!ma f‘or the mega! kllhng and dumpmg of dogs and cats, P WS
ght al Rights Agends : g any furth

pa ; : ats,” I strong!y oppose the
aﬂempt of ammal rights groups to use govemmem to fuxtber an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owners, PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS is the fivst step to goversmental control of gll breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is & governmeat intrusion jnto hobby breeders’ privato homes. We do not
need governmentsl controf over hobby breeders. In f ing tho o hobbyists to

existing assignment of the U.S. Dept of Agriculture will greatly over burden the Depgrtient, making it
harder to properly enforce the Welfare Act at all.

PAWS limits an how many dogs sold (25) and how i many litters (6) does not improve living
condntlom for auimals ere ern no su m that of 25 dogs and

ion to the guali ion, To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong Thxs legxslatlon will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby broeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, climinate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home —based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs becanse they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly, These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pots.

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love their apimals and
take great pride in their care and well-belng.

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill.

Name: ' M- A ‘ OPU‘L:.,‘\ Signature:

Addressi ., e, 42 (Rouy ;(\~ C. 2xun3

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON 81139 (PAWS)

I am OPPOSED 1o SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute” (FAWS),

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF,
PETA is being investigated in North Camlmn for the llleg,al kdlmg and dumpmg of dogs and cats, PAWS
i3 a step straight from the Animal Rig : strongly di age any fu
breeding of companion animals, mclggmg pe_d_;mg of wbm_d dogg and catg,” 1 su'ong!y oppose the
attempt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extrorist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commergial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owners, PAWS
will Jead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS Is the first step to governmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a governunent intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not

d .

need governmental control over hobby breeders. In diny
i assignment of the U.S, Dept of Agricul ill greatly over en the ent, making it
harder ¢ rly enforce the Welfare Act at al

PAWS limits on how many dogs seld (25) and how mnny litters (6) doea not i \mprove living
conditions for apimals, In f; tia of 25 d

litters have any connection to the quality of care or the need for regn]anm To mvade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, efiminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home —based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes {some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is anfuir to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being.

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill.

Name:/gf\\_mm\' i\\um\_n\f\ Signature:
Address: P (0 Box _W€5 T Line ATy \ni 023

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON S§1139 (PAWS)

U L g o e 7 Ay AR e - e s

T am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute” (PAWS),

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL!  This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.

PETA is being investigated in North Carolina for the illegal killing and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS
is a step straight from the Ani ights Agenda, which states; “We strongly discourage any furth
breeding of companion animals. including pedigreed or purebred dogs and cats.” I strongly oppose the
attempt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owners. PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, connty and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS is the first step to governmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not
noed governmental control over hobby breeders. In fact, adding thousand og hobbyists to

gxisting assignment of the U.S. Dept of Agriculture will greatly over burden the Department, making it
harder {o properly enforce the Welfare Act at all.

PAWS limlts on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve living
conditiong for animals, In therp has been no substantial these numbers of 25 dogs
litters have any connection to the quality of care or the neod for rogufation. To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already heaith testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and weil
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home —based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders ase the optimuim source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being,

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill,

s - ) ‘ <
Name: ﬁL /&/ "Z{..»c;/z 5 Signature: zf‘(, ?/ﬁ..-._.___x

nitress /52 AR/ £ [oep san ] 32450

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE. HEARING ON S113% (PAWS)

1am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal W_elfare Statute” (PAWS),

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.
PETA is being investigated in North Carolina for the illegal killing and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS

is a step straight from the Animal Rights Agenda, which states: “We strongly discourage any further
breeding of companion animals, including pedigreed or purcbred dogs and cats.” 1 strongly oppose the

attempt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owriers. PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible fo
enforce at federal leve).

PAWS is the first stcp to governmental control of ail breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a govemment intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not
need governmental control aver hobby breeders. In fact, addin ds of

existing assignment of the 11,5, Dept of Agriculture will greatly over burden the Department, making it

harder to pro; enforce the Welf: 1 at all.

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve living
conditions for animals. In f2 has 0 Sy ial proof th nuny 25 do 6

ave any connectiof e quality of care e need fi lation, To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are alrcady health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home -based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs becanse they are rajsed in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. Thesec breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfair to alf the ethical dog breeders In the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being,

Y respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill.

Signature; z@ )

Address: ;-7 ﬂaee-z..,m/ e RN B SO 2v47

Grey ltumest

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON 51139 (PAWS)

I am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Anlmal Welfare Statute” (PAWS),

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL!  This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.

PETA is being investigated in North Carolina for the illegal killing and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS
is a step straight from the Animal Rights Agenda, which states: “We strongly discourage any further
breeding \panion animals, includ igreg 1 dog ats.” 1strongly oppose the
attempt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders a3 commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owners. PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level. :

PAWS Is the first step to governmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be fedefally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders® private homes. We do not
need governmental control over hobby breeders. In fact, adding thousands of dog hobbyists to the

existing assignment of the 17,8. Dept of Agriculture will greatly over burdep the Department, making it
harder to properly enforce the Welfare Act at all.

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve living
conditions for animals. In fact, the; en bstanti f that these numbe: 25 do

Litters have any conpection to the quality of care or the need for regulation, To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the bettorment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home —based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love their animals snd
take great pride in their care and well-heing.

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill.

Name: ’Té (\\'I G V\Q(\(’hl Signature: &/f WQ W

Address: (217 @QQ\XQ&O\(J ?‘d &MM%\"V\‘,‘&5Q &Q(—l‘f(?

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725



194

ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON 81139 (PAWS)

1 am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute™ (PAWS).

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This ig a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.

PETA is being investigated in North Carolina for the illegal killing and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS
is g step straight from the Animal Ri Agenda, which states: “We strongly di rth
breeding of companion animals, inclyding pedigreed or purcbred dogs and cats.” 1 strongly oppose the
attempt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owriers. PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS is the first step to governmenta! control of al] breeders, The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders® private homes. We do not

need govermnental control over hobby breeders. Lg fact, adgmg thomds of ggg hohbxxsts 0 mg
the U.S. Dept of A, yill gre : ! ing i

4.l
er t0 roperly enforce eWelf‘ ctat all.

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve living

conditions for animals. In fact, there has been no substantial proof that these numbers of 25 dogs and 6
fitters have any connegtion to the quality of carg or the need for regulation. To invade the homes of

hobby breeders based on these numbers i3 wrong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well

socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public, Home —based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being.

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill.

Name:wgog;){ A OLQ,MS}_Q: Signature: [ Mlgﬁ %%

Address: [y Qmjmw\f_‘( Or @an.‘//z 4 NYy T

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON §113% (PAWS)

1 am OPPOSED to 8B 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute” (PAWS).

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL!  This is & group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.

PETA is being investigated in North Carolina for the illegal killing and dutping of dogs and cats. PAWS
is.a step straight from the Animal Rj da, whic ;. “We strongly discou any furth;
breeding of companion anjmals, including pedigreed or purebred dogs and cats.” I strongly oppose the
attempt of animal rights groups fo use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owners. PAWS
will lead to more reswrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

FAWS is the first step to governmental control of all breeders, The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private bomes. We do not
need governmental control over hobby breeders. In fact, adding thousands of do byists to th

isting assignment of the UJ.S t of Agriculture wi ove en the making it
harder 1o properly enforce the Welfare Act at all.

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many htters (6) does not i nnprove living
conditions for animals, In fagt, the has f that 25 d

litters have gny connection to the quali or 1 d f‘ r regulation. To mvade the hotnes of
hobby breeders baged on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the bettorment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home —based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets,

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being.

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill,

Name: -"fp// [ WGO‘S)S s'gnamrg‘%/@ W«é\

Address: /W‘Qdﬁubod Or Greenvie SC. 24011

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON 81139 (PAWS)

1am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute” (PAWS).

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF,
PE'I‘A is bemg mvest)gatcd in Nonh Carolina for the 1llegal klllmg and dumpmg of dogs and cats, EA&YS
ght from the o 8

hmedmg of companion mxmals_, mcludmg m;m or purebred dggg and cats” 1 stmngly oppose the

attempt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owriers. PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS is the first step to governmental conirol of ]} breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do net
need govemmental control over hobby breeders. In f} thousands of i

existing assignment of the U.8. Agriculture wil over burden ent, making §

harder to properly enforce the Welfare Act at all.

PAWS limits on bow many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve living
conditions for animals. In fact, thers has been no substantial proof that these numbers of 25 dogs and 6
litters have any conpection to the quality of care or the nged for regulation, To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home —based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets,

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love their anjmals sad
take great pride in their care and well-being,

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill,

Name: Deawies Signature:OM\ZC‘c_. Lé,«; o]
Address: :3?&‘2) Quju%m %’5&\ “Q NQx 9%4‘:\)(08

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON 81139 (PAWS)

1 am QOPPOSED to 5B 1139, the “Pet Apimal Welfare Statute” (PAWS).

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.
PETAis bemg mvcstxgated in North Carolina for the illegal kiBing and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS

is a ste m the Animal Ri hich states: & stro, dr
breeding of commmn animals, including pedigreed or purebred dogs and cats.” 1 strongly oppose the

attempt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owniers, PAWS
will lead to more restrictive Jocal, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS is the first step to goverpmental control of all breeders, The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders reguired to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not
need governmental control over hobby breeders.. In fact, adding thousands of dog hobbyists to the
existing assignment of the U.S. of Agricylture wi atly over burden the Dep ent, making it
barder to properly enforce the Welfare Act gt all,

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not § xmprove living
conditions for animals. In there has been no su tial t the 25 do, d 6

litters have any connection to the quality of carg or the need fot regulation. To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong, This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard, Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home —based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are mised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regulariy. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who Jove their animals and
take great pride in thelr care and well-being.

1 respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill,

Name: Signature;

_(x Py ) Kmnq &\Hm NC 2802,

Address:

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON $1139 (PAWS)

1 am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute” (PAWS).

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.
PETA is bemg investigated i in North Cnrohna for the 1!lega! kmmg and dumpmg of dogs and cats. PAWS
from the A .

breeding of companion animals, mgludmg pedi m or p\_:gghm g gg md caty.” 1 strongly oppose the
attempt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owriers. PAWS
will fead to more restrictive local, connty and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS Is the first step to governmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not
need governmental control over hobby breeders. In fac i i

existin ignment of the U1.S. Dept of Apriculture will greatiy over burd: ¢ De ent, making it
harder to properly enforee the Welfare Act at all.

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and bow many litters (6) does not improve living
conditions for animals. In fact, there has been no substagtial f that these n 2

litters have any connection to the quality of care or the need for regulation, To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong, This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betierment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standerd. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home —based
breeding programs offer mentally heaithy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets,

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being.

1 respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill.

-7 ) sy s
Name: éf/" c2l Signature: /éyi?}/ /j-{g/%'/ij‘
Address: _£2 7 Fop 67 Ko g /)zé Me L8508
U

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON $1139 (PAWS)

I am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute” (PAWS).

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL!  This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.
PETA is being investigated in North Carolina for the illegal killing and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS
is a step straight from the Animal Rights Agenda, which states: “We strongly disc

ing of companion animals, includi igreed or purebrod dogs and cats” 1 strongly oppose the
attempt of animal rights groups 10 use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owniers. PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS is the first step to governmental control of all breeders. The Humane Socisty of the United:
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders” private homes. We do not
need governmental control over hobby breeders. In fact, ing thoysan dog hobbyists to th

xisting assignment of the U.S. Dept of Agriculture will ly over burd e maki
harder {0 pro enforce the Welfarp Act at all.

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve living

conditions for animals, In fact, there hag been po substantial proof that these gumbers of 25 dogs and 6
litters have any connection to the quality of care or the need for regulation. To invade the homes of

hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who arc
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment

of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized, PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and scvereiy- iy Wi

some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public, Home ~based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love their animals 2nd
take great pride in their care and well-being.

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill.

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON §1133 (PAWS)

1am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute” (PAWS),

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL!  This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.
PETA is being investigated in North Carolina for the illegal killing and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS
is ste straight tbe An al A end which states: “We ly disco er

2 ding ; : g " 1strongly oppose the
attempt of animal nghts groups to use govemmcm to funher an extremnst agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owners. PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federa! level. .

PAWS is the first step to governmental contro} of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not
veed governmental control over hobby breeders. In fact, adding thousands of dog hobbyists to the

existing assignment of the U.S. Dept of Agriculture will greatly over burden the Departinent, making it
harder to properly enforce the Welfare Act at all.

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve living

conditions for animals, In fact, thero has been no substantial proof that these numbers of 25 dogs and 6

litters have any connection to the quality of care or the need for regulation, To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who are

doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard, Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit of possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home —based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being.

1 respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill,

Name: Signature:

Address; {7 AL ,-,Zi:{{”' e
SR, Tz mectomne RA

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON S1139 (PAWS)

1am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute” (PAWS).

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.

PETA is being investigated in North Carolina for the illegal killing and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS
is a step gtrgight from the Animal Rights Agenda, which states: “We strongly discourage any further
breeding of companion animals, including pedigresd or purcbred dogs and cats.” 1 strongly oppose the
attempt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owners, PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS is the first siep to governmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goa! to have all breeders required to
be federaily licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not
need governmental control over hobby breeders. In fact, adding thousands of dog hobbyists to the
existing assignment of the 11,S. Dept of Agriculture will greatly over burden the Department, mgking it

h to properly enforce Ifare Act at all,

PAWS limits on bow many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve living
conditions for animals. In fact, there has been no sybstantial proof that these numbers of 25 dogs and 6
litterg bave ection to the quality of care or ced for regulation.  To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. Thoy are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severety limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home —based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and weil-belng.

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill,

Name: VAT (:)71'("!0%63 Signature: S(/ YA : .

Address; /oéﬁ W) Huwr 420 ot firclnd % L LSE T

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON 81139 (PAWS)

1am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute” (PAWS).

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL!  This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.
PETA is bemg mvcmgated in Nonh Catolma for the ﬂlega! knlhng and dumpmg of dogs and cats. PAWS
f ; “W

g 2 ats” 1 strongly oppose the
attempt of animal nghts groups to use govemment to ﬁxrther an extremtst agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owners. PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS is the first step to governmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HS1IS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not
need governmental control over hobby breeders. In fact, adding thousands of dog hobbyists to the
existing assignment of the t of A Iture will over burde: artinen ing it

harder to properly enforce the ngm Act at all.

PAWS limits on bow many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve living
eondihom for anlmlu. In fact, there hes beon no substantial proof that these gumbers of 25 dogs and 6

tion to ality of r the need f lation. To invade the homes of
hobby breeders basod on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimenta! to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed seloctively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, ¢liminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home ~based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love their animals and
take great pride In their care and well-being.

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill.

Name: C;)\Ae ;“-ﬂl\nw 4 Signature: C.Mm

Adiress_ A3 POPLAL_ O CREDARY KT RIZ) UA. 22406

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON $1139 (PAWS)

Lam OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute” (PAWS).

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF,
PETA is bemg mvesngamd in North Carolma for the lllegal ktllmg and dumpmg of dogs and cats. PAWS
it “We strongly dis ;

bregding gf compamgn anm_:alg, mchxgmg m mg or mg]nd dggs g;gg ggtg." 1 su-ongly oppose the

attempt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owrners. PAWS
will lead to more restrictive focal, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS is the first step to governmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federaily licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not
need governmental control over hobby breeders. In fact, addipng thousands of dog hobbyists to the
exigting assignment of the U.S. Dept of Agriculture will greatly over burden the Department, making it
harder to properly enforce the Welfare Act gt ail.

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve living

conditions for animals. In ere hag been no substantial proof that numbers of,
litters have any connection 1o the gquality of care or the need for regulation. To invade the homes of

hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
sociglized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public, Home ~based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum sonrce of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who Jove their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being.

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill.
A PIER
Name: N ] Stgnamre

address: |5 Lo ot \fL‘fﬁm%wb\ \39{\ 1)35"’)'4“

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON §1139 (PAWS)

I am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statate” (PAWS),

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL!  This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.
PETA is being investigated i in Nonh Carolina for the megal k:llmg and dumpmg of dogs and cats. A)y_s_

i8 a step straight from the ts Agen, s Wi ura;
breeding of companjon angmalg, mg ding mggg:eed or pummd dogs an; g cats.” 1 strongly oppose the

attempt of anima! rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as comimnercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owriers. PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level,

PAWS is the first step to governmental contro] of all breeders. The Hurnane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion info hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not
need goveramental control over hobby bfeeders In fact, adding thousands of dog hobbyists

greatl byrd 0 ar

g asgig ¢
hagi,er to properly enforce the Wg]farg Act at all.

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and bow many litters (6) does not improve living
conditions for apimals. mwwgm&mmm@mmu

litters have any connection to the quality of care or the need for regulation. To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on thess numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
sotne breeds, liminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home ~based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs becauss they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly, These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This hill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United Stutes who love thelr animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being.

1 respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill,

Name:g_S}\@;'eP jofmar Signature: xS horge \;}OQ.mmi
address:_ PO A0 LQ  VermonN L EL \3AY0%D

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON 51139 (PAWS)

I am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute” (PAWS).

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL!  This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.

PETA is being investigated in North Carolina for the illegal killing and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS
ig a step straight from the Anijnal Rights Agenda, which states: “We disco any furth
breeding of companion animals, including pedigreed or purebred dogs and cats.” 1 strongly oppose the
attempt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owners. PAWS
will lsad to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS is the first step to governmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not
need governmental control over hobby breeders. In faet, adding th ds of obbyists &

existing asgignment of the U.8. Agriculture will great| t burden

harder to properly enforce the Welfare Act at all,

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve living
conditions for animals. In fact, there has been 1o substantial proof that these numbers of 25 dogs and 6
litters have any connection to the quality of care or the need for regulation. To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legistation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the broed standard, Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely timit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home ~based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly, These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being.

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill.

Name: gfk\)\{/\' H oLLAND Signature: / a"gf“ [ W

Address:__PO. B0 1560 HigH SPRNGS |, FL TRGSS

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE; SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON §1139 (PAWS)

R, A o A - b T . P % e S s

I am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute” (PAWS).

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.
PETA is being investigatad in North Carolina for the illegal killing and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS

gs a s!gg g,h t from the Ammg} Rights Agenc_!g which states: “We strongly discourage any further
jon animals, includin, f purel dogs and ¢ats.” I strongly oppose the

attempt of ammal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owrners, PAWS
will lead to more restrictive Jocal, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS is the first step to governmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a govemment intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes We do not
need govermmnental control over hobby breeders. In fact, adding th ds of dog hol the
existing ggjggmeng of the U.S. Dept of Agriculture will grestly over burden the Dep_ggm ent, making it

harder to e Welfare Agt at all,

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (23) and how many litters (6) does not improve living

conditions for animals, In fact, there has hggn no sybstantial proof that these numbers of 25 dogs and
litters have any connection to the quality of care or the need for reguation. To invade the homes of

hobby breeders based on these numbers is weong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such ag the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They arc alresdy health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard, Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, ¢liminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home ~based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets,

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders iu the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being.

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill,

sawe: A biscd Koot s ,%%2%/

Address: }ﬁd) /{/ gL/ /6///4///‘205” ?c;{/ff

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON $1139 (PAWS)

1 am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute” (PAWS),

PAWS IS APETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF
PETA is bemg mvesngated in North Carohna for the mcgal kmmg and dumpmg of dogs and cats. PAWS
sty h “Wi disce

I stmnsiy oppose  the

attcmpt of ammal rxghts groups o use govemment to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owners. PAWS
will fead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS is the first step to goveramental controt of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do pot
need govemmema] control over hobby bxeeders fact, adding thou

of S0 fAg e will gres ¢

e s et Ayt oIl

PAWS limits on how mauy dogs sold (25) snd how many litters (6) does not improve living
conditions for animals. mmmﬂmmmm,wmmu

fitters have any gonnection o th gga_lm( of care or the need for regujation, To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized, PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely litnit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public, Home —based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes {(some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets,

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being,

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS biil.

Name: i?c;%% )[ A [ Caver Signature:
Address: Q Z!

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON §1139 (PAWS)

1 am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Anima) Welfare Statute” (PAWS),

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is & group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF,
PETA s bcing investxg,ated in North Camlma for the illegat kmmg and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS
1sast strai mth Am R s wh “Wcs ongly di an

: : : : ebreg ats.” 1 strongly oppose the
atterapt of animal rights groups to use gowmment to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owners, PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS in the first step to governmental control of gJt breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private hamcs We do not
need governmental control over hobby breeders. In fact, adding thoysandy of d :sts i th

Xisting assignment of the U.S, Dept of Agric wil 1y ov the De
harder to riy enforce the Welfars Act at all,

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and how muny litters (6) does pot lmprove living

condstions for animals. 1 DO Sul f25
itters have any connection ;o gﬁ gggligy of care or the need fgr ge:ggl,ggmnl To invade the homes of

hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away thig option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, climinate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home —based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bilt is unfair to all the cthical dog breeders in the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being.

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill,

Name: L%_LAMM__"Si@ﬂmNi f&“ua NLWMVU
0. By 282 Rindhiss NC 280U+

Address:

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
"~ AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON §1139 (PAWS)

I am OPPOSED to §B 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute” (PAWS).

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.
PETA is being investigated in North Carolina for the illegal killing and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS

is a step straight from the Animal Rights Agenda, which states: “Wo strongly discourage any further
breeding of companion animals. including pedigreed or purebred dogs and cats.” I strongly oppose the

attempt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breedets as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owriers. PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level,

PAWS is the first step to governmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step™ in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not
need governmental control over hobby breeders, In fact, adding thousands of dog hobbyists to the

existing assignment of the U,S. Dept of Agriculture will greatly over burden the Departrgent. making it
harder 1o properly enforce the Welfare Act at all.

PAWS limits on bow many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve living
conditions for apimals, In fact, there hgs been no substantial proof that these numbers of 25 dogs apd 6
litters have any connection to the quali care or the need for regulation. To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized, PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home ~based )
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders In the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being,

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill,

-

Name: U"WY‘)E'\‘ZL\ K\M‘)\AM{\ Signature:
Address: J00 31 Ve gle H\'( /é@n{/ S 28003

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON §1139 (PAWS)

1 am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute” (PAWS),

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL!  This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.
PE TAis bemg investigated in Nonh Cnrolma for the ullegal kxlhng and dumpmg of dogs and cats. PAWS
from An 3 further

h 8 1s¢ourag

ing of compani ludm r urebmd l strongly oppose the
attempt of animal rights groups to use govcrnment to further an cxtremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owriers, PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level,

PAWS is the first step to goveramental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step™ in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes., We do not

need govemmental control over hobby bmedets g fgc!, addmg mousang of dc_;g hgpb_y ists fo mg .
591 f .S, De e : g it

PAWS lhnits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve living
conditions for animals, In fact, there hag been no substantial proof that these numbers of 25 dogs and &
Littgrs have any connection to the quality of care or the need for regulation, To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby brecders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home ~based
breeding programs offer mentally heaithy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill i unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love thelr animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being,

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill.

Name: M@Wv / Signature: @fﬂm 5 '&(C/’\ anea. Jy‘
Address: ID{QD j'\/ Q(('ke,f QHL‘
Hicleor, Ne e >

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN;: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY
RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON 81139 (PAWS)

T am OPPOSED to 5B 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute” (PAWS),

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL!  This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF
PETA is bcmg mvestxgated in North Camlma for the megal kxllmg and dumpmg of dogs and cats. PAWS
fr ly discourage any fun

g g 3, e 1304 e
hmmg o( compenion gumalg. lm!udmg pg(j igreed or mbmd dogs and gats i stmng!y oppose the

attempt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owriers. PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal Jevel.

PAWS is the first step to governmental control of gll breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not
need govemmcmal control over hobby breeders fact, addin i

f e will grea

assignment 3 gricu
harder to prgmrly enforce the Welfare Act at gl

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve living
conditions for animals. In fac re b en no substantial proof that th um f25
litters have any connection to the quality of care or the geed for regulation. To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detri I to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed, They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some bn:eds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home ~based

g programs offer Ity healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders ers the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being.

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill,

Name: 5&{7[ Delorerza s
Address: > O poy s/ 95~ libe )((a/ﬂwv"cof:;
AT 0P8 o T
FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE; SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON 51139 (PAWS)

1am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute” (PAWS).

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.
PETA is being investigated in North Carolina for the illegal killing and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS
is a step straight from the Apimal Rights Agenda, whi “We stro i er

ing of companion animals. includin, jgreed b . 1 strongly oppose the
attempt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owners. PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS is the first step to governmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not
need govemmental control over hobby breeders In fact ding th of, obbyists to the

€ ment of the U.S. Dep e grea ¢ epartment, making i

xx * A
g;ger to p;gpgr}y enforce the We!fg;g Act at g,u

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve living
conditions for animals. In fact, there has been no substantial proof that these n of 25 and
litters have any gonnection to the quality of care or the need for regulation, To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard, Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
sotne breeds, eliminate the best and most table source of puppies to the public. Home -baged
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly, These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love thelr animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being,

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill.

Neme: Shelia L Aé/g/czu)a.l s:gnamJM / m/&&q

Address: 154 Tod % Damcls 2d menafm A/C 27295

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON $1139 (PAWS)

T am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute” (PAWS),

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL!  This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.
PETA is being investigated in North Carolina for the illegal killing and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS

is a step straight from the Animal Rights A which states: “W discourage any fu
breeding of companion apimals, including pedisreed or purebred dogg and cats.” I strongly oppose the

attemnpt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and snimal owriers, PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regnlation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS Is the first step to governmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not

nccd govemmental control over hobby breeders. In foct, addmg thousands of dog hobbyxsts fothe
. De; griculivre will g prde t,_ making i

harder to enth Welfare Act

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and kow many litters (6) does not improve kiving
conditions for animals. In fact, there b no substantial these numbers of d 6
litters have any connection to the quality of e need for regulation, To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who ars
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the bettetment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take awsy this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most re; source of puppies to the public. Home —based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy d use they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the opfimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breedess in the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being.

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill,

Name:Tp Yo &\X)\V% D Signatuﬁl:f&e,,,_;@:f;___

ases: U123 Rypwn Dy, [Belwiont NC 2%nia

FAX to (202) 228-8§282 or (202) 224 1725
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ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION

SUBCOMMITTEE HEA{UNG ON §1139 (PAWS)

1 am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animial Welfare Statute” (PAWS).

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL!

PETA is bemg investigated i in North Cnmhr
ﬁ 3 ts 15

am:mpt of animal rights groups touse gove
breeders ag commercial activity and restrict
will lead to more restrictive local, county an
enforce at federal Jevel.

This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.

a for the ﬂlegal kmmg and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS
3 gly dig 8 hel

g gs and caty.” Istronglyoppose the

ent to further an extremist agenda which will redefine

e rights of responsible breeders and animal owners. PAWS

il state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to

PAWS i3 the first step to goveromental ¢

trol of gl breeders. The Humane Society of the United

States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this i the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government [ntrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes, We do not

rs. In fact, adgmg thousands of dog hobl_msts to the
er burden th g i

&d

need govemmental control over hobby bre

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25)
condiﬂom for nnlmuls. In fa

hobby bmders based on these numbers is wr

- doing the most to help animals such as the s}
of the breed. They are already health testing
temperament according to the breed standard.
socialized. PAWS would take away this opti
some breeds, eliminate the best and most rey
brecding programs offer mentally healthy d
are handled regularly. These breeders are thi

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog bre
take great pride in their care and well-bei

and how many litters (6) does not improve living
ial i gs 3

"ong This legls]atxon will be detrimental to those who are

pow/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterrnent

their animals and breeding for good conformation and
Their animals are raised in their homes and well

on from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with

ggstable source of puppies to the public. Home —based

because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
¢ optimum source of well socialized pets.

eders in the United States who love their animals and
ng.

I respectfully urge you to reject t

vame: Jomiprinal Mol

Address: 18047 Hﬂr“'

e PAWS bill.

Signature:

Rd  Charlotte NC 28214
J 7

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON $1139 (PAWS)

1 am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Aninjal Welfare Statute” (PAWS).

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! | This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF,
PETAis bemg mvestxgated inNorth Carohm for thc xllegal kxllmg and dumpmg of dogs and cats. PAWS
bt Agenda sta gly discourage any further
a an g gree : ats. Istrongly oppose the
attempt of animal rights groups to use gov ent to further an extremist agcnda which will redefine
breeders s commercial achvnty and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owrners. PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level,

PAWS is the first step to governmental cortrol of all breeders, The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this isjthe “first step™ in their goal to have all breeders required to

be federally licensed. This is a government ihtrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes We do not

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) &nd how many litters (6) does not improve living
eondlﬁom for nnlmala f; then: has substantial proof’ umbers of 25 d

d fo ation, To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is g. This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the sl w/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and bmedmg for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed stxmdmi[ Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS wouyld take away thig option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most replitable source of puppies to the public. Home ~based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handied regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill Is unfair to all the cthical dog breéders In the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in thelr care and well-belng.

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill.

¥ " .
NmeW‘___Sigmm: AZZ; /

Address: 2o o1/ pin, (. Mot IS Fardibyrs  SC__ 2T
Ed 7/

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY ;

RE:  SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON 1139 (PAWS)

1 am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute” (PAWS),

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! ' This is & group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.
PETA is bemg mvest:gated in Nonh Carolm for the megnx k:llmg and dumpmg of dogs and cats, PAWS
) ; e W strongl furt]

ani i g 1 sn'ongly oppose the
sttcmpt ‘of animal rights groups 1o use gove! cnt to ﬁxrthcr an extremm agcnda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and cestrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owners. PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level. :
PAWS is the first step to governmental control of all breeders, The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step™ in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government iftrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not
need governmental control over hobby breeders. In fa ding th hobbyi
" existing assignment of the U, f Agriculture will greatt burden the De ent, maki)
h 1o properly enforge the Wi Act atail.

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) slnd how many Htters (6) does not improve living
conditions for animals, In fact, there has ben no substantial f that ) 25 do,

litters have any conmection to the guality of cdre or the need for regulation. To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard.: Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this optidn from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most repulable source of puppies to the public. Home —based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogh because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the bptimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breefers in the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and welk-being.

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill.

ameMn ﬂ,éq . Signature:/

Address: ?f/‘/ 0/2/ d&/ }’,A'af»

FAX to (202) 2288282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE. HEARING ON $1139 (PAWS)

I am OPPOSED to §B 1139, the “Pet Animal Weifare Statute” (PAWS).

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is a group with terrorist tics with ELF and ALF,
PETA is bemg investigated i in North Camhna for the illegal kllhng and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS
i t ﬁ-om th al Ri which states: str disco further

i : | igree : : " 1 strongly oppose the
auempt of nmma! nghxs groups to use govemmem to ﬁxrthcr an extremxst ngenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owriers, PAWS
will fead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS is the first step to governmental cotitrol of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this igithe “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government ihtrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not

need govemmental oontml over hobby breedkm In fw, gggg_zg thousands of g,gg hobbyists to Qm

hgmg ;o propgrix enfgmg the Welfgg Ag afall,
PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and bow many litters (6) does not improve living

conditions for animals. In fact, there has been no substantial proof that these numbers of 25 dogs and 6
litters bave any connection to the quality of care or the need for regulgtion. To invade the homes of

hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong, This legistation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard] Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this optipn from hobby breeders and severely timit or possibly with
some breeds, sliminate the best and most repitable source of puppies to the public. Home —based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfalr to all the ethical dog breéders in the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and welk-being,

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill.

Name: é/gcggﬁ > 2, fé;'z[ Signatuneié Zgg% é ¢ %&: Q

Addres; e, By Loyt ihe abifrey 5o 2PN/

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON 51139 (PAWS)

1 am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute” (PAWS),

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! . This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.

PETA is being investigated in North Carolina for the illegal kitling and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS
ght from the Animal Rig a, which gtates; “We stropgly discourage anv furthe

B greed abre ind cats.” 1 strongly oppose the

attempt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine

breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owriers. PAWS

will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to

enforce at federal level.

PAWS is the first step to governmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not
need povernmental control over hobby breeders. In fact, adding thousands of dog hobbyists to the

existing assignm .S. Dept of Agriculture wil] e De ent, making it
harder to properly enforce the Welfare Act at ali.

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve living
conditions for animals. In fact, there has been no substantial proof that these numbers of 25 dogs and 6
Litters have any connection to the quality of care or the need for regulation. To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong, This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severcly limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home —based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly, These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized peots.

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love their aginmls aud
take great pride in their care and well-being,

1 respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill,

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON $1139 (PAWS)

1 am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute” (PAWS),

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is 2 group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.
PETA is bemg mveetigated in North Carolma for the |llegal klllmg and dnmpmg of dogs md cats, EA)Y_S
3 ght Rights 2 “We str 3 furt}

g i ing pe ' cats.” Ismmglyopposetha
attempt of animal nghts groups to use govemmcnt to ﬁmher an extremist agendn which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owniers. PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS is the first step to governmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby brecders’ private homes, We do not
need govemmental control over hobby breeders, In fac adding thousands of byists to
S.D f the Depa aki

A 153 = lx, d
harder tg mlx enforce the Welfare Act at all,

PAWS Hinits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve lving
conditions for animals. In fact, there has been no substantial proof that these numbers of 25 dogs and 6

litters have any connection {o the gunhg of care or the need for regulation, To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breedem and severely limit or possibly with
soms breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home ~based
bresding programs offer mentaily healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfalr to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and welk-being,

1 respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill.

Name: Ms;mam
Address: 518G Nnoviow A Wwilondos, NEC. SREQY

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON §1139 (PAWS)

[ am OPPOSED tc SB 1139, the “Pet Anlmal Welfare Statute” (PAWS).

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.
PETA is being mvesngated in Nonh Camlma for the nllegal kﬂlmg and dumpmg of dogs and cats, PAWS
t fro 13 Ag whic} g

gh genda. e

breeding of mpamg_n animals, mclugmg pedi m or pm-_ebmd dogs g_ng «,ats > 1 strongly oppose the
attempt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owriers, PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS is the first step to govermmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobbry breeders' private homes. We do not
necd govemmamal control over hobhy breeders In fac; gddmg thousands of dog hobbyists to the

b derto rl orce th Welfsr Act at all.

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve living
conditions for animals. Iy fact, there has no su tial f that umbers of 25

litters hay copnection to the quality of ¢ the need for regulation. To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong, This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the bettarment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home —based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes {some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optinum source of well socialized pets.

'This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being.

1 respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bll) /)
-

Name: \..)CQ X A ‘\\(\Q( 7ONOA, Signature: é\w / —~—
Address: [050% Ci *»C‘J(}:Qnu N _\igf b, S.¢C 26743

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON S$1139 (PAWS)

Iam OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfars Statute” (PAWS),

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.
PETA is being investigated in North Carolma for the megal kmmg and dumpmg of dogs and cats, PAWS
i aste strai tfromt Am aRx eng w}n e strong| e

eding of animals dJ edigre b and cs ” Istronglyopposethe
attompt of animal rights groups to use govemment to further an extremist agcnda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owriers. PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
cnforce at federal level.

PAWS is the first step to governmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government mtmslon into hobby breoders pnvate homes. We do not
need govemmental com:rol over hobby breedcrs b sts %

.S, catly ov den the De

ard; to : fore: erfare tata.

PAWS lHimits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve living
conditions for animals. [n fagt, there has no substantial that these numbers of 25 d:

litters have any connection to the quality of care or the need for regulation, To invade the hotes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and weli
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breedors and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public, Home -based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being.

I respectfully urge you to veject the PAWS bill,

Name:C;/?[—5‘ Zf)é'/{S Signature: / / }@Zﬁ

Address:‘:f_)67 gﬂ /{é L'l/,zdl Y/ 02(‘/95

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN; SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON §1139 (PAWS)

Tam OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute” (PAWS).

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL!  This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.
PETA is being investigated in North Carolina for the illegal killing and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS
is a step straight from the Animal Rights Agenda, which states: “We strongly discourage any further

ing of companion animalg, includi i or pureb and cats.” 1 strongly oppose the
attempt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owniers. PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level.

PAWS is the first step to governmental control of gll breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all broeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a government intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes, We do not

need governmental control over hobby breeders. adding thy of dog hobbyi the
existing assignment of the U.S, Dept of Agriculture will greatly over burden the Departmenf, making it
harder to pro enforce the W ct at all.

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not improve living
conditions for animals. | there has boen no substanti; f that rs of 25 dogs
litters have any connection to the quality of care or the need for regulation. To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely limit or possibly with
some breeds, efiminate the best and most reputable source of puppics to the public. Home —based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets.

This bill is unfair to all the ethical dog breeders in the United States who love their animsls and
take great pride in their care and well-being, )

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill.

Name: XJA‘—( HO\C&QMXIM Signature: )1%&{@%2___

)
Address: PO Dox _%‘-[ imrg‘j \fC’... 24327

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON $1139 (PAWS)

1am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Apimal Welfare Statute” (PAWS).

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL!  This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF

PETA is bemg investigated in North Carolina for the illegal k:llmg and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS
as t from the Animal Ri s Ageng 1 strongly discourage an; fnxtha-

reedm of companion animals, includi red dogs and cats.” 1 strongly oppose the

attempt of animal rights groups o use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine

breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owriers. PAWS

will iead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it bas been proven impossible to

. enforce at federal level.

PAWS Is the first step to governmentsl control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step™ in their goal to have all breeders required to
be federally licensed. This is a govemment intrusion into hobby breeders’ private homes. We do not

need govemmenta! control over hobby bneders In facg, addmg thousands of ggg gmm o ;hg

harderto roperly enforce the taﬂ.

PAWS limits on how many dogs sold (25) and how many litters (6) does not Improve living
condltlons for animals. In fact, the % b at these ni f 3 and

ave any connection to the ¢ or the need for latxon To invade the homes of
hobby breeders based on these numbers is wrong. This legislation will be detrimental to those who are
doing the most to help animals such as the show/hobby breeders who breed selectively for the betterment
of the breed. They are already health testing their animals and breeding for good conformation and
temperament according to the breed standard. Their animals are raised in their homes and well
socialized. PAWS would take away this option from hobby breeders and severely Limit or possibly with
some breeds, eliminate the best and most reputable source of puppies to the public. Home —based
breeding programs offer mentally healthy dogs because they are raised in homes (some with children) and
are handled regularly. These breeders are the optimum source of well socialized pets,

This bil} is unfair to all the cthical dog breeders in the United States who love their animals and
take great pride in their care and well-being.

I respectfully urge you to reject the PAWS bill.

2= 1 g .
Name: ‘Egg;gfgp {c’ Coviard Signature: &mﬁd 2 ?&Q

Address: }575 (7,,,7e!< yZ4 /ﬁL(,:,?n‘:“ NC 27255

FAX to (202) 228-8282 or (202) 224 1725
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ATTN: SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE,vNUTRITlON
AND FORESTRY

RE: SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON 51139 (PAWS)

1am OPPOSED to SB 1139, the “Pet Animal Welfare Statute™ (PAWS).

PAWS IS A PETA SUPPORTED BILL! This is a group with terrorist ties with ELF and ALF.
PETA is bamg investigated i in North Carolina for the illegal killing and dumping of dogs and cats. PAWS

a st aight from the Animal Rights Agenda, which states: “We strongly disco
reedmg of companion animals, including pedigreed or purebred dogs and cats.” 1 strong}y oppose the

attempt of animal rights groups to use government to further an extremist agenda which will redefine
breeders as commercial activity and restrict the rights of responsible breeders and animal owners. PAWS
will lead to more restrictive local, county and state regulation AFTER it has been proven impossible to
enforce at federal level,

PAWS Is the first step to governmental control of all breeders. The Humane Society of the United
States (HSUS) has publicly stated that this is the “first step” in their goal to have all breeders requi